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should write his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

The paper could make do with pertinent editorial 

corrections. Line 13 after who ….were……. 

Line 18/19, the use of allocative, allocatively and 

allocation could be amended, using alternative 

words. 

 Line 26: keywords. Author can re-order the listed 

words. E.g. allocative efficiency, food crop 

production, Fadama, Adamawa, etc 

The comments raised are valid and have been 

addressed accordingly. You may wish to refer to 

the lines where observations were made and see 

how they were respectively addressed. 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

Editorials can be improved. Line 40: continued … to 

attract attention….owing to 

Table 1: How come the significance of ‘’farming 

experience’’ under the inefficiency model with a t-ratio of 

-0,065? 

 

 

Line 40: There is a missing link but that has been 

corrected. Editorials improved 

Table 1: The t-ratio of farming experience is not 

significant at that value; hence, detailed 

discussion of the variable in the earlier 

submission removed. 
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