SDI Review Form 1.6

Q)
SCIENCEDOMAIN international @, 7>

[
~ \
BCIENCEODMAN

www.sciencedomain.org

Journal Name:

Journal of Scientific Research and Reports

Manuscript Number:

Ms_JSRR_46335

Title of the Manuscript:

Rural Livelihood Adaptation Practices to Climate Variability in Different Ecological Zones of Nigeria

Type of the Article

Original Research Article

General quideline for Peer Review process:

This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound.
To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link:

(http://www.sciencedomain.org/page.php?id=sdi-general-editorial-policy#Peer-Review-Guideline)

PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer's comment

Author’'s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight
that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her
feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

In the introduction,

The importance and scope of the subject is explained quite broadly.

In the Method section,

The knowledge of how many people applied to the survey was not explicitly stated.

Data Collection and Analysis Procedures

Likert scale and chi square test are mentioned, but there is no information about them in the
findings section.

4.2. Section,

Attendees should be given code numbers when giving statements of participants (eg, P1, P2,
P3).

4.3. Section,

Pearson and Spearman coefficients are mentioned. Information on these coefficients should be
explained in the method section.

In the result section,

Evaluation results do not fully reflect the analysis of the data and the results should be given
more comprehensively.

Errors in the bibliography should be corrected.

All the corrections on the manuscript has been effected.

Minor REVISION comments

| painted the errors in the text in yellow

Optional/General comments

PART 2:

Reviewer's comment

Author’'s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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