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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 

 

This paper is written more as a report of the FADAMA 

project than a scientific paper. The paper should be re-

organized and re-written as a scientific paper 

 

The statistical methodology and outcomes do not 

provide evidence for the conclusions and 

recommendations: only sex and type of agricultural 

activities are significantly related to productivity, the r 

values are very low and so, the reliability of the 

statistical results is under discussion 

 

The authors do not give any information or reference 

for the parameters under study 

 

References should be added for each statement, the 

paper should not present personal views, but the 

scientific results and data from the literature 

 

The manuscript needs linguistic revision  

Tables should be re-organized to summarize only 

significant results and values (not all of the percentages 

included in the text need to be presented in tables) 

Not agreed. The paper assess impact of fadama 

project and I don’t know how else I can report my 

findings 

 
Not agree. I have to report my findings and not 
what I did not see. Maybe the reviewer wants 
me to report what I did not see which I cannot 
do 
 
Not agree 
Not agree 
 
Not agreed. There is nothing wrong with 
providing enough information on the variables 
included in the study and the analysis while 
showing the ones that are significant among 
them. This is not linguistic it is a research report 
and they are not the same 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

competing interest-: 

Yes, there are: the authors recommend the project should 

not be determined according to the policy…[paragraph 

starting in line 222] 

 

Not agreed. The reviewer did not understand authors’ 

statement in line 222. It was recommended that 

fadama project should not be terminated after the 

phase of 5 years as the policy stated and not be 

determined as the reviewer stated 
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