
Editorial comment: 

 

 

 

I see many typos in the revised version originating from missing 

spaces between words. 

 

My further question is related to styling after approval. Is 

somebody editing the text after approval? 

 

In   the  revised paper, I see many typos (fragment of abstract: 

     "Overall, the study concluded that Fadama II had impacted positively 

     on the beneficiaries and therefore recommended that Fadamaprogrammebe") 

also  some  inconsistencies  (e.g. thousands separators in tables 

present  and  missing,  using  hyphen  vs  en-dash for intervals, 

citations bracketed vs author's name style) 

 

 

After correction, I am interested to see the 

pdf  version  of  the  work  (so  it  is  not altered by possible 

software    inconsistencies.)   After   this check, I should be 

able to provide my final decision. 

 

 

 

 

Author’s feedback: 

 

 

 

 

The attached are for your perusal. It should be noted that issues raised in the editorial 

comment have been painstakingly addressed. 

 

 

 
 

 


