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The writer/s of this manuscript would need to include in their 

methodologies and materials, a table that would list the weather and 

soil conditions required for optimal wheat productivity in the area of 

study. In the methodology section of the manuscript the words ‘testing” 

and ‘analyses’ were used with some inferences made. For this reason, 

the method/s used for testing/analysis must be mentioned and 

explained. There are too many loose ends and claims made without 

adequate scientific basis. I have highlighted a lot of these issues in the 

text with my editing.  It is also noted that the sources of data used for 

this manuscript are secondary data. Hence relating these data sets with 

appropriate test/analyses would give better and more scientific 

justifications for the ‘claims’ made in the write-up. A hybrid of 

journal/review article would better qualify this manuscript than having 

it as strictly a review article please.  

The expression in English language is generally weak and would require 

rephrasing/recasting to convey the meaning/s intended by the author 

/s. 
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