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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with 

reviewer, correct the manuscript 
and highlight that part in the 
manuscript. It is mandatory that 
authors should write his/her 
feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION 
comments 
 

The proposed for review manuscript considered a very important question 
related with the modeling the yield of Cowpea production using 
Generalized Linear Model inin the Lawra-Yangtuur 
Presented appropriate solutions for good agricultural practice and for the 
ability to optimize cowpea grain yield depends on the application of 
P2O5/ha, Rhizobia inoculants  and Boostxtra. 
Abstract is clear, informative, brief and representative of the work and 
underlines the significance of the subject.  
Introduction is understandable, clear and comprehensive exposing the 
reader to the topic.  
Purpose and objectives are scientifically appropriate. In “Introduction” are 
cited more than 7 authors. 
Individual sections of the manuscript are adequately represented. The 
authors comment results of previous studies on the relevant subject. The 
findings are particularly valuable having in a mind importance of the crop 
studied. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

However, some errors were noted: 
 
Must be synchronized following quotes from a list of references with 
those of the main text: 
Line - 201 FAO (Food and Agriculture Organisation). Fertilizer use by 
crop in Ghana. 2005a. pp39 
Line- 203 FAO (Food and Agriculture Organisation). Cowpea Production 
Data Base for Nigeria 1990-2004. http://www.faostat.fao.org. 
2005b.Accessed Jan. 2003. 134 
In line 41 ”tropical Africa (Kitchet al., 1998.... and  
In line 144  “Okogunet al. (2005 
must be respected punctuation. 

 
 
The corrections has been effected 
and highlighted accordingly in the 
introduction for both FAO(2005a, 
and 2005b). 
 
 
 
 
 
The space between ‘Kitch’ and ‘et 
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Line - 213 “Katulanda P. ......2011. MSc. Thesis.”  is missing in the main 
text. 

al., 1998 has been given and 
highlighted 
 
 
The reference ‘Katulande (2011)’ 
was misspelt in the reference 
section but has been corrected and 
highlighted in the main work. 

Optional/General comments 
 

Organization into sections and subsections was well done and paper 
structure is clear and arranged according to journal style. The proposed 
peer review manuscript, titled “MODELLING THE DUAL POTENTIAL OF 
COWPEA IN THE LAWRA-YAGTUURI IN THE UPPER WEST REGION” 
is of interest. 

Thank you very much for your 
valuable service 

 


