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 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 
 

 
Along with the surveys, the author uses work in focus groups, but this activity very much 
depends on the personality of the group leader. What has been done to prevent this, the 
author has not indicated. " 
 
 

With due respect Sir, the impact of focus group leaders did not contribute 
much to this work and the reason for having their opinion was to obtained 
information we could not get from the farmers. Equally, farmers who make up 
these focus groups were still given questionaires to avoid any bias.   

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
In the study, he also used the opinion of leaders of agricultural organizations, and their 
point of view can be very different from the knowledge of ordinary farmers due to other 
mental models and interests, so that the data array can’t be considered homogeneous.  
 
 

Agricultural organisations were included to compliment questionaires already 
administered to farmers individually. So the article was not base entirely on 
the opinions of leaders of agricultural organisations. These organisations in 
their various areas of interventions are based on the problems presented to 
them by farmers. 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The article should be brought to the general view, adding, for example, the section 
«Discussion» 
 
 
 
 

Thanks for that input Sir. The article has been brought under general view 
under the section discussion. 

 
 
 
 


