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PART  1: Review Comments  
 
 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 
 

A very  good attempt by the author/s, however there 
ae some serious shortfalls that need to be 
addressed before the paper is accepted for 
publication.  As a review paper, one would have 
expected the author to be very much detailed and 
specific to the topic.  In other words, the author 
must have broken down this review into categories 
that will allow the readers to follow and understan d 
the whole concepts.   
 
The author identified a problem facing the small 
scale cane producers and presented different 
models that were used in Swaziland to try to solve 
the problems.  But, what the author did not indicat e 
was how do other cane producing countries are 
performing and how can Swaziland cane farmers 
and extension can extrapolate that information and 
use it to improve the production in Swaziland.  
There are lots of information on how small scale 
farmers can use to improve their production.  
SASRI for example, it works with small scale 
farmers and they are doing just fine. TSB in 
Mpumalanga Province is another living example on 
how extension workers, cane farmers and the 
industry can work together for the benefit of the 
country.  The literature review provided is very 
weak with full of references that are not closely 
related to the topic.  The pillar of a review paper  
lies on the literature review.  I therefore suggest  
that the author must extend its literature review 
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even to the outside borders of Swaziland in order 
to make this review more robust. 
 

Minor  REVISION comments   

Optional /General  comments 
 

My final suggestion is that the paper must be sent back 
to the author in order to address all the queries and 
suggestions that were presented above. 
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