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Reviewer’s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer,
correct the manuscript and highlight that part in
the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors
should write his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

Minor REVISION comments

Comparative assessment of cocoa pod husk biochar
fortified with NPK fertilizer

3 formulations on kola seedling nutrient uptake and soil
properties in Ibadan, Nigeria

COMMENTS: The ms is original work and the data
presented is novel. The presentation has been good and
can be accepted subjected to revisions. The M &M section
well described and presented. The tables presented are
appreciated and statistical analysis conducted is
appropriate. Syntax errors and typos noted and should
be fixed in the revised version. Some parts of the ms need
minor revisions with respect to the language. Please
include list of all abbreviations used in the ms in an
alphabetical manner. The introduction has been too
abrupt and short and was difficult to follow. Please avoid
unnecessary repetitions in the results and discussion
section. It is without proper focus and should be reduced
in content. Please do not add random sentences and
review content from other literature sources, discussion
should focus in explaining your results with respect to
similar studies. Hence no need to repeat entire results
again in the discussion. No need to explain everything;
just select the most significant results and arrange them

The title is adequate and gives the coverage of
the study as does not need amendment.

The comments are okay and I have effected all
suggested corrections
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in the order of importance and provide explanations
Couple departures observed should also be explained
that will further strengthen the ms. Please include the
significances of your research results from contribution
towards Nigerian an regional agro-economics. Explain
how your results will be useful to other producing
regions of west Africa.

Optional /General comments
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