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Compulsory REVISION comments

Title of Manuscript : “Effects of Some Production Practices on The Quality Of Cocoa Beans
(Theobroma Cacao): A Case Study of Forest Savanna Transition and Semi-deciduous
Rainforest Zones Of Ghana.”

The title of this looks far from the main findings of this study. The research is more of
descriptive than looking at the effect of production practices. You need to really make your
readers understand what gap your study is set to fill in the body of knowledge concerning
the subject matter.

You may need to really simplify the data presented in your tables for better understanding
on the part of your readers both in you field of study and those outside your field of study.
The tables contained so many acronyms that are not given any meaning which may make
it very difficult for your readers to understand your results and discussion section.

You may need to state some hypotheses to make it clear what you wanted to do in this
regard. The ANOVA table leading to the LSD you used should also be presented for better
clarity on the findings of this study.

You may need to show vivid results on the effect of production practices on the quality of
cocoa beans in the study area in a way that is very clear to your readers. You may need to
use graphs to show interaction effects and charts to further explain the results of your
findings.

There are many acronyms and signs contained in the table that are not clear. You may
need to give meanings of this acronyms and signs for better understanding.

You may need to do a lot of changes to the tables used to make it clearer to your readers.
Other comments are contained in the original version of the manuscript for proper revision
on the grey areas of this study.

Minor REVISION comments

All the minor revision comments are already given in the original manuscript

Optional/General comments

Nil
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