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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 

 

 

The paper investigates risk, risk mitigation 
strategies and performance measures for pineapple 
supply chain in Ghana for improving the 
efficiency of the chain. They collected data from 
10 different types of businesses embedded at 
different nodes of the pineapple supply chain. I 
suggest that the authors address the following 
points. 

a) They should justify using the same 
mitigation strategies for all types of 
businesses since they have pooled data 
from all business types without any 
differentiation. What assumptions, if any, 
are they making? It needs to be explained. 

b) The authors should explain why they 
reported the results/findings in the current 
form. Why did they avoid using hypotheses 
and then discuss their validation or not by 
the analysis of data? 

c) There is no information about the 
questionnaire. Is it possible to attach it to 
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the document or give reference if it is 
available? 
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