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PART B: Review Comments 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with 
reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
highlight that part and write here 
‘Corrected’/ if not agreed, give suitable 
justifications) 

General comment: 
 

This is an interesting topic and worthy of research. However, it 
reads more like an essay than an academic research paper. It 
speaks in general about Sub-Saharan Africa and does not 
provide enough individual examples which would capture the 
geographical and cultural nuances of this vast region.  

 

Specific comments:   

Title and abstract The title and abstract are fine. They accurately reflect the content of 
the paper. 

 

Introduction (Is the problem/objective of this study original, 
important and well defined?) 

The objective of the paper is fairly well designed and while not entirely 
original is worthy of study. 

 

Are all the references cited relevant, adequate? Are there 
any other suitable current references authors need to cite? 

The references on climate change were adequate. However, there 
was not a lot of recent works cited on indigenous knowledge. For 
example John Briggs  

 

Materials & methods (Kindly comment on the suitability of 
the methods. Sufficient details of the methods should be 
provided to allow peers to evaluate and/or replicate the 
work) 

There was no methodology at all. This was clearly not a research 
paper. 

 

Results & discussion (Kindly comment on: 1. Are the data 
well controlled and robust? 2. Authors should provide 
relevant references during discussion. 3. Discussion and 
conclusions should be based on actual facts and figures. 
Biased claims should be pointed out. 4. Are statistical 
analyses must for this paper? If yes, have sufficient and 
appropriate statistical analyses been carried out?)  

The author/s describe the paper as an opinion paper. There was no 
data provided or analysed.  

 

Are there any ethical or competing interest issues?  None that I could see.  

Conclusion (Is the conclusion supported by the data, 
discussed inside the manuscript? Conclusions should not 
be biased and should be based on the data, presented 
inside the manuscript only) 

This was not a research paper so there was no data on which to make 
a conclusion. The section on conclusion was brief and  not very 
strong. 

 

References There should be more recent research on indigenous knowledge.   
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