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PART  1: Editorial Comment: 

 

 Editorial Comment: Author’s Feedback: 

Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

 

• In the abstract, the first line indicated that the 

(The study determined the impact…..) 

It should be changed to assessed, not 
determined. 

 

• In the abstract, the first line indicated that the 

in the    that participatednomads The (           

program had higher income than those that 
to were in participate those thatAlso did not. 

diversified income 

 

Both should be changed to  ( …who participated 

 

• In the abstract, the first line indicated that the..(  

Also those that participate were into 
diversified…) 
 
It should be changed to (Also those who 
participated were divided /classified into 
diversified 
 

• The List of References must be re-organized 

according to the APA style, in alphabetical 

order. 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
Agreed with the reviewer and corrections 
effected on the manuscript.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
That was exactly what i did in the first 
manuscript but was asked to stick to the 
format.                                                   

Minor REVISION comments 

 
• In the introduction , line 3 (This group are the 

split movement 
 

Noted and corrected 
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It should be corrected to (This group was 
split movement 
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Optional/General comments 

 

 

• In the introduction, line 22 (Livestock 
production and breeding in Nigeria is 
predominantly in the hands of nomadic …) 

 
Where are the science and research centres 
???  

 
• In the introduction,  (….on group herds, sells 

of milk and processed products….) 

 
It should be corrected to  (…on group 
herds, sale of milk and processed products. 
 

• In the introduction (…Despite the above 
enormous contribution of nomads to 
national building) 
 
I think there is an exaggerating sentence 
with enormous contribution. 
 
How could they contribute to enormous 
national building with (literacy rate ranging 
between 0.2% and 2.9%) 

 

 

• Mohammad and Ardo (2010) was 
misspelled in the List of References 
(Muhammad, N.D. and Ardo 

 

• Table 3. Showed that there was increase 

Most of the science and research centres in 

Nigeria are not commercialised such they don’t 

produce in commercial quantity. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Noted and corrected. 

 

 

 

Enormous not in terms of their educational 

contribution but in their contribution to 

livestock production, livestock product 

andTaxes. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Noted and corrected. 
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Should be corrected to  (Table 3. Showed that 
there was an increase 

 

 

 

 

Noted and corrected 

 

 

 

 

 

 


