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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 Include Export Guide for Nigeria (2011), National Bureau of Statistics (2012), 

FMARD (2016), Narayan (2005) & Nasaran (2005) on the list of references. 
 On page 1: Use Von Grebmer et al., 2016 
 On  Page 2: 4.64 million tons But not 4.64 million 
 Page 4 (paragraph one) just indicate Apata et al., 2010 
 Olsen & Bindi (2002) urgue 
 Page 10: Chikezie et al., 2015 
 Page 11: Tingem et al., 2008 
 Page 11: Mamum et al., 2015 
 Page 11: Mulatu et al., 2016 
 Page 17: Pesaran et al.’ 2001 
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Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 The format of manuscript can be improved by restructuring it in a a way that 

section on motivation of study can be integrated with literature review and section 
2 to form a comprehensive section on introduction or Background. Section 4.1 
would be Methods and materials, section 5 should be Results and discussion while 
summary and conclusion would just be conclusion. 

 Delete the first sentence under summary and conclusion. It adds no value yet, it is 
more or less already mentioned in the text. 

 Page 9: improve the units of temperature (41,41.3,18.1 & 36.7)oC 
 Olsen & Bindi examine (authors do not “die” 
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 Verify and confirm that Malatu et al.,?  Is cited in the main text. If yes, what was the 

year of publication? Isn’t it 2016 as indicated on page 11? 
 Page 3:  You may replace the word “subsistent” with subsistence.   
 The source for Table 5 and Table 10 is not necessary 

 
 

 

 
 


