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1. The article is well written just few typographical errors which I flagged some of 

them on red. 
2.  Budgetary analysis is good for the analysis but logistic regression that would have 

examined how the Socio economics characteristics of respondents affect the 
profitability of charcoal marketing in the study area would have been preferable 

3.  The second observation can be ignored and the work can be published as it is well 
written. 

4. Reference: I do not think that the journal name should be in bold font 
 
 
 

 

 
 

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) 
 
 

 
 
 

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper. 

 

Kindly see the following link:  

http://sciencedomain.org/journal/25
http://www.sciencedomain.org/page.php?id=sdi-general-editorial-policy#Peer-Review-Guideline


 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)  

 

http://sciencedomain.org/archives/20  
 

Reviewer Details: 
 

Name: Eya Criscent Ike  

Department, University & Country Benue State University Makurdi, Nigeria 

 
 

http://sciencedomain.org/archives/20

