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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 

- Shorten the title. Proposed title: Assessment of land suitability for sugar cane 
production - case study Zagga district, Kebbi, Nigeria 

- Rephrase the abstract and move most of the text from the abstract to the 
introduction, and expand the introduction and add more recent references. The 
abstract should only be a brief overview of what is written in the paper, and 
there is too much information about research in this paper. This information 
should be arranged in the introduction to the paper and in the methodology (soil 
acidity, amount of land units, size, classification of land according to USDA ...) 

- Keywords are not adequately written. Recomandation: delete the word for, and 
instead of the word Chemical - write chemical treatment, then only: Sugar cane, 
Production 

- Newer literature needs to be inserted. 
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