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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 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 
 

 
 
The manuscript has a number of grammatical and editorial challenges. It needs to be 
thoroughly revised to improve flow.  
Several countries could be mentioned with no comma separating them, or thoughts 
put together with no commas. There are a number of missing conjunctions, and so 
on, even in the abstract. 
Some too long sentences need to be broken into shorter ones to improve flow. 
The introduction feels bare or overly simple. It only describes the current situation in 
Cameroon and lacks a theoretical basis and adequate literature.  Some theoretical 
framework, citing relevant sources can improve the introduction and overall work.  
 
Methodology: - the basis for the sampling needs to be explained and justified.  
If the study is to bridge the gap of lack of appropriate statistical data, then it needs 
to be more robust in that regard. 
 
The overall literature and literature review needs to be strengthened.   
 
The conclusion should include something about the problem and what triggered the 
process of investigation. 
 
 

 
I begin by saying a big thank you for the pertinent remarks made on this 
article. I would also like to say that we have amended all the comments made 
by evaluators. But at the level of the introduction we mentioned the case of 
Cameroon by the fact that this activity has taken a lot of scale on the 
Cameroonian territory in general and in particular the locality of Njombé-
Penja. Therefore, since we are researchers, we sought to know if in other 
localities and outside Cameroon this is the case. We actually realized that not 
only the fruit tree seedlings of Njombé are in demand on Cameroonian 
territory and in Central Africa, these activities are much more popular in 
Cameroon and Njombé because it is a basin of tree production fruit trees. But 
also we have large industrial firms located there in the area and research 
institutions. The data also we found difficulties to have some at the time of 
writing this article. We also discussed the operating accounts to understand 
why young people are much more involved in this activity, we realized that 
this activity generates a lot of income for young people who are unemployed. 
We explained that the basis of the sample comes from the fact that we 
administered questionnaires to the producers of fruit tree seedlings with open 
and closed questions in order to collect information that could help us analyze 
this type of activity. I think we may need to revise what I said in the 
methodology. 

Minor REVISION comments 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 

 
 
 

 


