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Compulsory REVISION comments General comments and suggestions are in the text.Introduction information must be actualized.
Rottboelia cochinchinensis is the species, really or not!!!The results description must be summarized.The results must be better discussed.

The general comments have been accepted andtaken care of by me during correction of thereviewed manuscript. There are only two typesof Rottboelia spp. In Nigeria, R. cochinchinensisand R. exaltata but the most dominant andtroublesome is the R. cochinchinensis the speciesI worked with.
I don’t agree that the result should be

summarised because it is going to mar and
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the experiment.
The result was better discussed removing
all the several occurrences of the word
“significantly higher” and replacing them
with “better or more or gave” depending
upon where applicable.
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Optional/General comments The manuscript is of interest and should be publishedafter corrections and improvement. Thanks for the positive comment on themanuscript.


