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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 
 

The author wastes space describing well-know generalities about the importance of 
water for crop production, but fails to provide key insight of the study area.  
Need to spell out the acronyms 
A sampling strategy is mentioned, as well as the application of a semi-structured 
interview and group and individual discussions. Unfortunately, none of these 
analytical tools are used to present the results. For readers who do not know the 
study area, this would be of great help.  
 
Thus, the paper seems too basic as it is. It does not stand alone. The author must 
apply the scientific method (which it seems he has) to provide more robustness to 
the paper.   
 

All comments were received positively and edited accordingly 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
There are some serious typos.  
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

It is unclear what the purpose of the paper is.  The author should state it in the background 
and justification, instead of filling up around 80 lines with the above mentioned generalities.   
 
 
 

 

 
 


