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 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   

Minor REVISION comments 

 

Line 27 one of  the crops (as it was written in the 

abstract) 

Line 46 it is written she. Is really she? 

Line 294 I miss the technical assistance/rural extension 

programs variable in the estimation equation. Why is it 

not present in the estimation? I think it is necessary to 

mention its omission.(why you have not used it).   

Line 428 These centrers created did not do this kind of 

assistance? 

“The present government project of 
 training a new generation for farmers via the 34 
training centres created in rural and urban 
areas of Cameroon may be unsustainable if it is 
not research driven just like the present day 
IRAD which is facing out due to its low level of 
research orientation and inadequate funding. 
429” 
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