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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 
 

1. In Abstract: “Live mulch conservation could can reduce land degradation by 
protecting the surface soil from direct impacts of rain drops and consequently 
increasing crop yields”. 
“potentials were planted selected to plant ten commonly grown cultivars of sweet 
potato in of Africa.” 
“Results showed indicated that Farm A with higher total” 
“Correlation between biomass and yields was not significant for both the farms” 
“cultivars had the highest yield tuber production” 
“The trend (of what?) reflects the ability” 
“In terms of biomass production, TIS 87/0087, Ex-Igbaraiam, TIS 8441 and Benue 
had the was highest biomass followed by Shaba” 
“Our Present results suggest indicates that TIS 87/0087 cultivar can perform well 
could cope with a under severely degraded soil” 

 
2. Introduction: First line: sweet potato belongs to the family convolvulaceae 
3. Discussion: Reduce this part and make it compact in relation to significant findings 

only. 
4. Make a single line recommendation at the end of conclusion. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional/General comments 
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