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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 the case of this study using the socio- economic 
characteristics of women farmers , the model 
linear model in section 2.0 should be transformed 
into log form. The log transformation compresses 
the scales in which the variables are measured.   
 

 

 

The comment is noted and correction made in 

the specification of the model. It was the double 

log form that was used as the lead equation. 

Please see page 255 of the original article. 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

The model can be extended by using variables 
such as (X2

*X10) to explain.  
 

 

The comment is noted. 

Optional/General comments 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


