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Compulsory REVISION 
comments 
 

The manuscript lacks a description of the method of data analysis. 
The analytical/theoretical or empirical methods are lacking in the 
paper. At least the empirical model is required which must be based 
on theoretical underpinnings. 
The paper does not describe/define what is meant by access to 
credit. Table suggest access was measured as low and high - but this 
is not clear to the reader. The author should adequately describe how 
he/she defined his/her variables and how they were measured and 
the method used to analyse the data. 
 
WHAT CONSTITUTES ACCESS? E.g. does the paper mean 
participation in credit or the use of credit which is different from 
access/accessibility? This is not clear in the manuscript. 
The grammar requires revision 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

The author may choose to provide a summary statistics of those farmers 
with access and those without access. That provides a better picture of the 
two groups and helps to understand why they differ in their ability to 
access/participate in credit. 
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The names of some Journals in the reference list are in italics and others 
are not. 
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