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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 
 

 
Change ‘farm forestry to agroforestry in all the text Example lines 2. …., 42, 45, 46 
48, 50,52,  56,  
 Line 58 bring it after line 77 
Line 98 for data collection: summarize the milestone (headline) of the questionnaire 
to enable the readers to how broad view of data that you are collecting. 
 
 

 ‘farm forestry’ changed to ‘agroforestry’ as advised by the reviewer 
(all through the document. 

 Line 58 brought after line 77 
 In line 98, the headlines of the questionnaire added accordingly. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
Line 191 wais it was 
 
 

 Line 191 corrected accordingly 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The method is not so clear and need to be reinforced particularly the Data collection.  
state clearly, if the questionnaire was open ended or  open to allow the farmers to come out 
with the challenges that they faced to adopt  agroforestry . 

 Data collection methods adjusted appropriately and explained more 
clearly (lines 98 -101) 
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