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Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s):

Pesticides residues are frequently found in the environment far from the original point
of their application. Besides the desired effects of pest control, non-target organisms,
soil and water are contaminated by the pesticides. This paper presents results on the
impact of these xenobiotics used in cotton cultivation on River "Wolo™ environment
in Burkina Faso by using the Pesticide Impact Rating Index (PIRI) software package.
The English language level of this paper must be reviewed to improve the manuscript.
Some remarks and corrections are directly provided in the text. This article will be
accepted for publication after the authors of this paper will take remarks and
corrections into account.
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