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Compulsory REVISION comments
1. There are some basic requirements for statistical
analysis. Only 60% questionnaire is retrieved, whether
the questionnaire is effective? Whether the sample size
(72) is enough to conduct the statistical analysis?

2. How do you calculate the RII? It should be explained.
3. It seems that only 55 samples are considered after
Table 4. It needs to be clarified.

4. What is the feature of the study site, the Niger Delta,
Nigeria? Is there some special characteristics make the
valuation methods in this area different from that in
other areas?

1. Not all the questionnaires retrieved were
properly filled. Only the ones that are good were
used for the analysis.

2.RIl = Z aihnj

2 Xj
Where: i= response category index
x;= the sum of j factors 1,2,3 .......... N

ai= constant expressing the weight given to the
ith response.

n;= the variable expressing the frequency of the
ith

3. Only those who had participated in wetland
valuation answered the questions that followed
and hence were used for the analysis.

4. Already included in the work.

Minor REVISION comments
1. Abstract: “Seventy (72)...” should be “Seventy-two...”
2. Itis unnecessary to introduce “Significance of wetland”
and “The need for valuation of wetlands” in detail. On the
contrary, the literature review of wetland valuation
especially for the valuation methods should be
summarized systematically.

1. Already corrected.

2. This is necessary so as to let the readers
understand the role of wetland in an economy
and at the same time ensure proper perception
about wetland and damages accruing to them
due to lack/improper assessment of their values.
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Optional /General comments
1. The PCA is not very necessary. The results are clear 1. PCA was adopted as a tool to reduce the
enough based on data in Table 5. PCA is usually used to factors to the most important ones.
identify a few key components from a number of factors.
2. The writing language need to be improved. Ok.
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