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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 

 

Things that should be done to improve the paper: 

• Editorial,  

• The paper does not mention a clear objective 

anywhere in the paper.  

• The main point of discussion of the paper is 

unsustainable agriculture because inefficient use 

of forest and forest products but does not 

develop the link between the two anywhere in 

the paper.  

• Citation of important statements and facts are 

required 

• The various approaches mentioned as solutions 

line 119-155 should be revisited. Some of the 

section are a statement. 

• Summary 157 – 161   cannot be made from the 

above discussion unless the link is developed.  

 

� The paper has been revised to reflect its 

objective. Linkages have been drawn, 

and citations to important statements 

have been provided as observed by 

reviewer. 

� The approaches mentioned did 

explained their content and meaning 

clearly and do not have much to discuss 

on. 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

I suggest these revisions to be made. 
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