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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
1. Abstracts should not be written in italics. 
2. Format of referencing in text needs to be followed, i.e. numbering. 
3. The year(s) when the research was conducted should be specified from the 

abstract to materials and methods. 
4. The fertility level before the research was conducted needs to be known to 

determine the amount applied. But the one shown was for 1991. 
5. Values on growth parameters are absent but discussed at results and 

discussions, from page 9. 
6. Table first before discussion not the reverse. 
7. All scientific/botanical names should be in italics. Starting from the topic. 
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1.Introduction: (CSA,2016) needs to be written in full before putting it in brackets. 
2. The tables needs to be arranged sequentially and discussed. 
3. Recommendation needs to be re-written. Adoption of new techniques does not involve  
    Only wealthy group or section of farmers of farmers of pepper.. 
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