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the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors 

should write his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

  

Minor REVISION comments 

 

In methods section 

 

1- Is Y (dependent variable) Greer and Thorbecke (FGT) 

poverty index score in Tobit model? 

In Result section 

 

2- Author/s must give definition of IAR 

3- In Table 1 Author/s could give adopters and non-

adopters of IAR groundnut varieties separately 

4- independent variable value table given before result of 

tobit analysis (average, maximum, minimum, standard 

deviation)(before the model result before table 2) 

 

Necessary corrections have been made 

 

The dependent variable Y was measured as 

transformed poverty index score as shown on 

the model specification 

 

With respect to point (3), adopters and non- 

adopters were considered separately in a 

different article which is under peer review at a 

moment. It will be a repetition of results if 

included. 
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