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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
Details about the work methodology are missing. It's too succinct. All questions posed to 
farmers must be presented. The questions asked must be justified 
 
The results presented are limited to a single table. There's no more available info? 
 
The discussion is too poor 
 
 

 
Thank you for the comment. 
 
As suggested methodology is described in more detail. Responses are 
elaborated. Table numbers are increased. Since the objective is to only find 
out the constraints faced by the farmers in adopting double cropping and from 
the stated tables it was revealed. No more information is required. 
Regards 
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