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Compulsory REVISION
comments

Minor REVISION comments

1.Several words in this manuscript maybe incorrect:

“veriable” in line 40 ,maybe “variables”.

“attension” in line 41 ,maybe “attention”.

“seociety” in line 41 ,maybe “society”.

The meaning of “piriori” in line 178 is unclear.

“farmers” in line 218, maybe “ farmers’”

“favourabily” in line 219 is unclear.

“19681- 1985” in line 217 is incorrect .
2.Unify the use of “soyabean” and “soybean” in the manuscript
3. The data in Table 1 and its subsequent figure “Change in Supply of
Soybean in Nigeria” were partly repeated. The comment is use the data
in table 1 to plot a double Y-axis figure, to replace current table 1 and
subsequent figure.
4. Table 2 and its followed figure “Trend in Soybean Contribution to Total
Agricultural GDP from 1960 to 2011” seemed use the same data,
however, with different title. This should be adjust with a proper way.

Optional/General comments

Several weaknesses in this paper. The manuscript is deprived of smooth
flow. Use of English language in this paper is very poor rendering many
of its parts ambiguous.
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