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Compulsory REVISION comments

Introduction

In the introduction, we need to support the statement by
relevant references. In this paper, there are no reference.
More serious, there are affirmations and statistics given whose
references are unknown. Moreover, there is no specific
problem underlying this study, in other words there is no
justification for this study.

The objectives of this study are poorly formulated.

Methodology

Separate this section in two parts: study area and data
collection. May be a tired part should be data processing.
Here you need also references.

Results

Ligne 119. About 2% people engaged in other occupations
shown in (Figure 2b). Remove the parentheses.

Table 1. the list of the species contain some errors : Banana
Musa sapieantam, Mehegoni Swietenia mahagoni, Ata
Annona squamosal, Boroi Zyzyphus Mauritania

Line 152. 152 Luffa cylindrical (cylindrica)

Put figures 4a and 4b on the same scale

Line 209. Should be a section at the end of the end of the
article.

Discussion

Discussion is poor. In a scientific work, references are very
important to valid the report.

References

To adapt the references to the text.

The introduction part was updated with references
and information according to the reviewer’s
suggestion. Furthermore, objectives and
methodology part were formulated as per the
guideline provided by the reviewer.

In addition, table errors, figure errors were
corrected by the authors as suggested.
Discussion and reference section were also
updated.

Please check the original paper. All corrections
are provided here as attached file.
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