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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

The necessary background provided by the
introduction is not sufficient. The author
failed to provide the state of the art in the
field of his study in Pakistan. Consequently,
the added value of his study compare to the
studies existing in Pakistan is not
perceptible. Please build on this

A good introduction ends with the
announcement of the subsequent sections
The author argue that the stratified random
sampling was the sampling technique. Then
it is worth knowing what were the strata and
what is the rationale behind defining them.
Please many readers know nothing about
your study site. Provide general information
on your study site: main economic activity,
population size, climate, etc

Please discuss more the results of the
relationship between Efficiency Estimates
and Farm Size. Do not just present the
results, try to explain why those results.

The explanatory variables included in the
Tobit model have to be justified.

The conclusion has to be reconsidered. It
should include the main results of the study

1) The necessary background is already
provided

2) Said points are added

3) Sampling technique is corrected

4) general information on study site is added
5), 6), 7) already clear

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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