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his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 

The article SEASONAL RAINFALL PREDICTION IN LAGOS, NIGERIA USING 
ARTIFICIAL NEURAL NETWORK is worthy and interesting 
* English language and style should be tested 
*  It is recommended to add articles to the references list 
* There is no uniformity in form and style in the writing of the references list 
* All the Figure in RESULT AND DISCUSSION therefore unnecessary to write 3.1, 
3.2 Enough Figure 1, 2 ... 
* It is recommended to combine Figures 3-6 into one significant Figure, including 
reference to standard deviation 
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