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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 whole manuscript gave good reading about NTFPs in Nigeria. 
 
If Nigeria has existing regulations, law and policy related to NTFPs, the author(s) 
should describe that will make clearer understanding why this review paper was 
carried out. 
 
 
In manuscript  3.1 Harnessing the potentials of NTFPs for National Development 
In this section, the author(s) described the potential ways to support national 
development through NTFPs, but any of issues/ problems related to NTFPs 
harvesting/ utilization/ local trading etc. 
 

First and foremost I want to state that all the corrections made are marked in yellow colour. 
These corrections start from the key words. Changes were made in the key word as suggested 
by one of the reviewers.  Then problems encountered in the utilization of NTFPs were mentioned 
in the introduction as suggested by one of the reviewer. All the corrections pointed out by one of 
the reviewer has been done. More references have been introduced and the total number of 
references has increased from 20 to 30. All are in colour yellow. I hope the corrections made are 
satisfactory. 
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