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Compulsory REVISION 
comments 
 

This manuscript lacks a Discussion of 
Implications for Research and Implications for 
Practice. The authors should make reasoned 
recommendations for research and practice that 
relate to the various categories that they have 
analysed. For example, if my reading of the 
manuscript is correct, farmers at higher altitudes 
have different attitudes to those at lower 
altitudes. So, how should policy address these 
differences? 
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