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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 

 

The Title should be: PROBIT ANALYSIS OF COTTON 

FARMERS’ ACCESSIBILITY TO CREDIT IN NORTHERN 

GUINEA SAVANNAH OF NIGERIA 

- The comments on the Abstract should be 

followed. 

- The “et al.” in all the cited references in the text 

e.g. “Omonona et al., 2008” should be in italic - 

Omonona et al., 2008   

- The following references where cited on the text 

but are not listed in the References – Jaime, 

2006; Ochagla, 2004; Mayong et al., 2005 and 

World Bank, 2001. 

- Attend to: Line 65, geographically be replaced 

with geographical; Line 67, lively-hood be 

replaced with livelihood; Line 73, in the bracket, 

replace “all” with “who are the”; Line 74, “All 

members” with “These” 

- In Table 1; result on Gender implies that all the 

respondents are male; the Description on 

Education is different from what is used in the 

model; on Household size the standard deviation 

is beyond the mean value.  

- In Table 2; the result on Farming Experience is 

with value too large beyond the reach of the 

respondents; the value in Off-farm income is 

negative and too minute to be part of the income 

of the respondents. 

- The discussion on the top of Table 3 is not 

relevant to the results presented in the Table. 
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- On the References, arrange the citations in 

alphabetical order (a – z); write the journals in 

italics and in full. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
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