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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

The title is misleading and need to be modified  
The introduction was insufficient.  
The results in the tables and figures were repeated  
in the text format. The results should be described  
The results did not show the actual data sample 
composition for the 630 respondents. It showed 
only the percentage compositions of gender. 
Whereas the individual compositions for focus 
group discussions and key informants were 
reported. 
Other correction were made on the manuscript   
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

The suggested title has been adopted   
“ Indigenous knowledge on the uses of African 
nightshades (Solanum nigram L.) species 
among three Kenyan communities” 
-The introduction has been beefed up 
- The results have been described as 
suggested and the data was analysed for 
percentage of the 630 respondents used in the 
study.  
- The focus group discussion results were 
analysed and scenarios generated 
documenting significant cases.  
- All the other suggestions in the manuscript 
have been effected and are highlighted in 
yellow in the manuscript. 
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