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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 

 

In Table 3, the responses for Disease Infection as well as 

Inadequate Government Support add up to 101% each. 

The responses should be re-examined and the necessary 

corrections effected.  

 

In Table 4, the response for “Fellow farmer” adds up to 

101%. Correct this as well.  

 

 The reference “Olife, I.C. Jolaoso, M.A. and Onwualu, A.P. 

(2013). Cashew Processing for Economic Development in 

Nigeria. Agricultural Journal, 8: 45-50. 345-346” should be 

deleted from the Reference Section, as it was not cited in 

the main text.  

The correction had been made and it has added 

up to 100% in the manuscript. 

 
 
 
Ditto for this variable. It has added up to 100% 

 
 
 
It has been deleted  

Minor REVISION comments 

 

Grammatical errors and suggested re-wording of 

sentences, as indicated in the main text, should be 

corrected.   

The suggested re-wording has been made 

Optional/General comments 

 

Suggested corrections in the main manuscript should be 

considered and effected.  

 

 

 

All the suggested corrections had been effected. 

You can cross check with new version of 

manuscript submitted. 

 


