Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Experimental Agriculture International 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JEAI_143841

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Use values, specific composition, and structural variability of néré (Parkia biglobosa (Jacq.) G.Don) forests in the Sudanian zone of Chad.

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The manuscript entitled: Use values, specific composition, and structural variability of néré (Parkia biglobosa (Jacq.) G.Don) forests in the Sudanian zone of Chad, holds tremendous potential in understanding the underlying science and provide better insight into the field of ethnobotany.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	yes
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	Yes. However, the overall writing pattern can be improved further. Moreover there has been some technical mistakes particularly in writing binomial nomenclatures. The detail comment have been given in the below Optional/General comments sections.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript need thorough correction to make it worthy for publication. In this current form it needs thorough revision and modification. The detail comment have been given in the below Optional/General comments sections.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	More latest and current reference can be added.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	No, the language/English quality used for the article is not suitable for scholarly communications. Thorough improvement is mandatory for further communication.


	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Botanical names must be in italics following strict rule of binomial nomenclature. Eg: Parkia biglobosa should be written as Parkia biglobosa.
2. In the abstract again it is written as P. Biglobosa. it should be written as P. biglobosa following the rule of binomial nomenclature.
3. All botanical nomenclatures must be written as per binomial nomenclature..

4. Introduction needs thorough improvement and rewriting.

5. Please add reference for the Map portion.

6. Use deciment (.) not (,). Eg: In table 1 and 2 98,7,74,6 etc should be 98.7, 74.6 etc. Please do this correction whereever decimel is used.

7. Square brackets when used should be like […] not […[. Check it and correct the same in the manuscript where ever used.

Besides I strongly recommend the authors to undertake intensive review and correction to make the manuscript worthy for publication.
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