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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 

 

Line 14 & 15 and 17 - 19: Botanical names in italics 

Line 20: So9lanum = spelling error 

 

Figure 1: Error bars that run over the legend did not look 

neat  

 

Table 6: Conform with rest of the tables. Remove line 

between the Irrigate and Rain Fed rows. 

 

The botanical names have been italicized 

The spelling error has been corrected 
 
Figure 1: this was due to the standard error 
used to create the bars and it is not possible 
to change.   
Table 6: The line between irrigated and 
rain-fed rows has been removed 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

 

 

Optional/General comments 

 

Line 264 to 274: It would be nice to have the yield per 

unit area, to compare the productivity of the farmers in 

the counties and also to compare ANS to other leafy 

vegetables or ANS planted in other studies. However, it is 

difficult to obtain this type of data when not in a formal 

trial. 

 

There are problems with open lines after figures and 

paragraphs.  This might be artefact when file was 

converted to PDF. 

This was not possible as we did not get exact 

measurements of the plots used by different 

farmers and the farmers could not give us the 

exact measurements of the plots used to grow 

the vegetables. 

 


