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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 
 

-Consider changing the title to “Land use and its implications on the Natural 
Environment of Donga LGA Area, Nigeria” 
-Proofread your article to clear any mistakes, errors or omissions 
-Use past tense as fieldwork was already done 
-Let ‘Table’ sources arising from fieldwork indicate ‘Source:  Fieldwork’ not authors 
-Let article cover all major themes logically 
-Let article state how many people were involved in the sample of study 
-Indicate how the sample was chosen 
-Place correct punctuation marks in correct places 
-‘et al. (2015) be written as such.  Don’t forget the full stop after ‘al.  
 
I have looked at the article with great interest.  It brings out many interesting 
findings and conclusions.  However, let the author look at my observations for 
purposes of improvements. 
 

That’s alright, not too far from conception. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
-Consider narrowing coverage area of discussion-it is too wide.  Why not have two articles 
to cover all your intentions? 
 

Will be taken care of in the next article. 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
-Article is generally very good and make excellent findings and conclusions.  It is highly 
practical to the realities in the area and hence publishing once it is improved upon. 
 

 

 


