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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 
  

Please improve the paper based on the comments included in the main document.  
 
 

I have improved this paper based on reviewer’s comments
 Line 22: I have deleted the classification JEL 
 Lines 96, 97: I have deleted method and data in the introduction part 
 Lines 103,104,105: I state the objectives of the study at the end of the section of 

introduction. 
 Line 107: I give a bit of information about the study area 
 Line 143: the 626 households constitute the sample of households surveyed in the 

"Collines" department of Benin. We have considered these households because they have 
agriculture as the main activity. 

 Line 146: I replace “land issue is serious ” with “land is serious issue” 
 Line 175: I replace “Estimation technic” with “Data analysis” 
 Line 207: I have corrected the mistake. See the sentences on lines 206, 207, …209 
 Line 212: I have corrected the mistake. I replace now “80% of household” with “81% of 

household” 
 Line 312: I give the reason on the lines 311, 312, 313 
 Line 330: I have deleted the sentences on 331, 332. 
 Line 235: I have deleted the quotation mark 
 Lines 338,339,340, 341: I have deleted method and data in the conclusion part 

Minor REVISION comments  
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