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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 
 

I found this study quite interesting and informative about microeconomic analysis of 
marketing NTFPs  in the study area but these are my few comments on this manuscript; 

• In the abstract section, concerning the keywords, make use of words and phrases 
that are not already included in the title of this study. I mean, do not repeat any 
words or phrases already included in the title of your research. 

• The introduction section is too scanty, you can still add some literature review to 
this manuscript especially on the marketing of Non Timber Forest Products 
(NTFPs) and previous empirical findings to really bring out the gap your study has 
set out to fill. 

• In Results and discussion section, let each table flow with its discussion. Do not 
refer to the Table (Y), just let each table of the discussion given follow that 
particular discussion. This will sustain the follow of reporting your research findings 
in a logical manner with clarity and gain better understanding by your readers. 
Also, you can support your findings with the use of previous empirical works 
positively or negatively. 

 In your references section, the references are too small for this kind of study. You can still 
search for relevant references especially on the literature review aspect of this study. 
Please, endeavour to be sure that your references are relevant and retrievable by other 
researchers that may want to make use of them. 

Noted  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
All minor corrections are already included in the corrected version of the main manuscript. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Nil 

 

 


