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Compulsory REVISION comments

The best way to discuss the results of a multinomial logit model are the marginal
interpret. Authors should go further and generate the marginal values of a better

discussion.

the author, printer and possibly a dated link for the source. See also references (3),
(7), (21), and (22),

use of ground water. The authors have put much effort to prepare it as shown in the
contents.

effects. The interpretation of log-of-odds of a multinomial logit model are difficult to

The references are somehow inconsistent. For example, reference (2) should provide

The article generates new knowledge about technology adoption coupled with conjunctive

Thank you for your comments.
Marginal effect has been interpreted in best possible way sir/madam.

Reference section has been corrected .author, printer name has been
included.
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Some of the main sources used in this article are not appropriately cited.
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