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 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 author presents a very broad summary, it is suggested 
that he shorten it and review the General Guideline for Authors 
to the article. Include keywords is important 
Pag 2 Line 35-41 In the introductory section, the author quotes 
authors. Which are not located in the references section. 
They are not the references in the document 
Ennaffah et al., 1999; Ouazzani Touhami et al., 2000; Kohls et 
al. (1987) 
Pag 6 Line 200 Misspelled word Mancozèbe check again the 
document repeated the error several times 
 

 

Minor  REVISION comments 
 

It is recommended to extend the discussion section with more 
current references. 
 
It suggests updating references. The author uses old 
references, suggested upgrade of at least 70% of references. 
Improve the quality of Tables. More warmth is required in them 
prior to publication. 
 
In the title of the tables, you must say Table 1. not Table-2: 
remove Bibliographic References the correct is only Refences. 
The author presents references that are not in the document, 
you will have to review this section again and change it all. 
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