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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 
 

 
Title of Manuscript: “Diagnosing The Dimensions of Benefits and Constraints of ICT 
Utilization Among Cassava Farmers in Uyo Agricultural Zone, South-South Nigeria.” 
 
The study is quite interesting diagnosing the dimensions of benefits and constraints of ICT 
utilization among cassava farmers in Uyo Agricultural Zone, South-South , Nigeria.  
 
The title of the study may be reconstructed to include the meaning of the acronym (ICT). 
“Diagnosing the Dimensions of Benefits and Constraints of Information and Communication 
Technology (ICT) Utilization Among Cassava Farmers in Uyo Agricultural Zone, South-
South, Nigeria”.  
The abstract section was well presented capturing key issues in the study but some other 
major findings are not included (results of major findings).  
 
The introduction was well presented but should include the aspect of major empirical 
review of previous studies on the dimensions of benefits and constraints of ICT utilization 
generally among farmers and narrowing it down to the cassava farmers in Sub Saharan 
Africa and Nigeria in particular. You can also include a robust literature review on the 
aspect of ICT utilization generally among rural and urban farming households to really 
capture the gap this study is set to fill in the already existing body of knowledge in this area 
of research, 
 
The study objectives may not necessarily be itemized by numbering each of the objectives; 
you may just make the study objectives flow in sentences with comma separating each 
objective without any numbering or bullet points. 
I think you may have some research questions emanating from your study objectives. Also, 
there should be a concise and conspicuous statement of the problem justifying the main 
essence of this study. 
 
The methodology aspect of this study was well presented. The descriptive statistics of the 
sampled farmers in this study is conspicuously missing (also no tables presenting the 
socioeconomic characteristics of the respondents) o much but other tables are well 
presented with such clarity. The major findings of this study are well presented. 
 
The recommendations of this study should be more than two because of the nature of this 
study; you can still further discover other recommendations emanating from the results of 
your findings. 
 
When the aspect of empirical and literature review of this study are briefly and concisely 
added as suggested earlier, it will boost the number of references of this study but these 
references must be relevant and retrievable by your readers. 
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Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
All minor revision comments are already given in the corrected version of the original 
manuscript 
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
Nil 
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