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Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

18-In the abstract, delete Agric and write it in full as Agriculture.  
8, 11-Agriculture Science is a proper name first letters need to 
be capitalised. 
26-Delete full stop after  the word ‘ purposes’ 
27-Replace ‘These ...’ with ‘Those ...’ 
27 –Include page number after 2013 for Omeh (2013) as the 
points could be direct quotations. 
299-344-Tables 4 and 5 should fit in the Results and Discussion 
section wherein the tables will be discussed. They should 
therefore not appear in or after the conclusions 
-Each table of results should be as close as possible to its 
discussion. It is good to have an introductory statement then 
present a table and discuss it before moving on to another 
table. 
294- I would rather draw conclusions from the results from 
which I would make recommendations. Hence my 4.0 would 
read Conclusions and Recommendations. 
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