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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 
 

 
 
Lines 17 -19: “...within the sugar industry stakeholders” Recast 
Lines 30-37: Provide the source 

Line 54: Information is regarded by many writers as…  Consider “many researchers 

or authors as…”  

Line 88: The study was a census and a …. Recast 
Lines 114 – 273 should come before the methodology or use the information to 
improve your INTRODUCTION. 
Line 289, 313, 324, : remove “below”  
 
Justify the left and right margins. 

 

 

All comments have been addressed (see highlights in the document) 

except for the methodology which we felt should remain where it is so 

as to allow readers to flow and connect with the other parts of the 

article. 
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