Editor's Comments:

Manuscript Ms_AJAEES 34873

| checked very carefully all the comments of reviewers regarding the manuscript Ms_AJAEES_34873
(titled: PROFITABILITY OF GINGER FARMING TO SMALLHOLDER GROWERS IN
TANZANIA - CASE OF SAME DISTRICT) and i read the final revised manuscript, word by word.

The paper falls within the scope of the Asian Journal of Agricultural Extension, Economics & Sociology.
The topic of the paper is interesting and, to my knowledge, the manuscript describes original work.

Most of the reviewers' comments were corrected in the revised manuscript, but | also have a few
comments and suggestions.

1.

Was a big problem the reading of the manuscript due to the presentation in two columns? The
presentation of the Table 1 in this form was very bad too (his describe done in 3 different
columns), and i mention this table because it is very significant.

While throughout the manuscript there was the term "smallholder growers" after the suggestion of
one of the reviewers that has been accepted by the writer, the term replaced by the "smallholder
farmers". But finally, in the title of the manuscript remain the term "smallholder growers". Why?
The abstract remain too long. In the revised abstract there are sentences like: "Statistical
Package of Social Sciences (SPSS) and Excel softwares were used to analyze the data", really
useless or redundancy to this point of a manuscript.

Why the model is presented to the "research question" area?

The paper needs substantial English revision and the bibliography is necessary to be enriched.

Author’s Feedback:

Sl A

Done — Revised by disaggregate tables to enable readers to understand
Done — Revised

Done — sentence deleted

Done - Sent to methodology part

Done — Revised



