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 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 

 

1. This manuscript requires substantial revisions and also should be 

submitted to a regional West African journal because the subject 

mainly is of interest to scientists in this region. 

2. Data were pooled for the two years prior to conducting the ANOVA 

(page 6 line 133). Data only should be pooled if there are no 

significant year effects.  A more complete statistical analysis and 

discussion of the results of the analysis are needed. 

3. Dates of sowing should be presented. 

 

 

Minor REVISION 

comments 

 

1. Flowers for entomological studies were picked 100 days after planting 

(page 5 line 119) but final plant maturities and harvests were conducted 

prior to this between 60 and 76 days (Table 4). How could this be? 

2. Accession IT 90K-277-2 is described as being bruchid resistant (page 10 

line 217) but this accession was not included in the study.  

3. It is stated that in the early season the local variety did not harbour 

bruchids, Maruca or thrips (page 8 line 173) which is trivial because it did 

not flower and these insects are attracted to floral structures. 
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This manuscript does not have information of general value and is not 

suitable for an international journal but it does contain information that 

could be useful to scientists in West Africa 
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