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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 
 

List of acronyms: there is no need for this, full 
meaning of any abbreviation used should be stated at 
first instance  
Literature Review:  
1.cultivation of ginger constitutes the bulk of literature 
reviewed here . The write up is not necessary. The 
analytical model stated here would be more 
appropriate under methodology. I would suggest the 
whole of section 2 be removed. This would also reduce 
the length of the manuscript. 
Results and discussion: the charts could be replaced 
with a single table of frequency distribution and 
percentages 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Abstract: 
1. “smallholder’s growers” in the abstract should be 
smallholder growers or more preferably smallholder  
farmers. 

2. The text of the abstract should be without any 
indentation or paragraph.  

3. Need to reframe some statements e.g “Farmers 
presented the major problems in the subsector to have 
been affecting ginger farming were price (54.5%), 
inadequate capital (27%).”  As “major problems 
affecting ginger farming in the district were price 
(54.5%) and inadequate capital (27%).” 
“Others mentioned factors poor transportation…”  could 
be reframe as “other factors include poor 
transportation….” 

 



 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (07-06-2013)  

4. note use of comma and spelling of “from” in ‘use of 
improved seeds,. The income form ginger contributes’ 
5. the last sentence in the abstract is incomplete, 
should be checked and correct 
Introduction:  
1.note “As reported as the 2012” should be “As 
reported at the 2012” 
2.not ‘Ginger is an of the’ should be “Ginger is one of 
the..” 

Optional/General comments 
 

38 pages are just too much for an original scientific 
paper. It should be reduced to 15 pages or better still 
as recommended. There are unnecessary spacing 
which if removed would reduce the length of the 
manuscript. I do not know the journal recommended 
format but I want to belief the format was not used in 
preparing the manuscript.    
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