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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 
 

I found out that the latest references existing in the current manuscript’s reference list were 
published in 2013, which seem not up-to-date compared to now (2018) if paper considering 
for publish in this year. Therefore, I strongly suggest author(s) to update and do more 
literature on current / most updated researches. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

In introduction section, author did not state clearly why Zanzibar was chosen as a research 
site and what are the important or significant of the current research? Moreover, descriptive 
statistics provided in introduction need also to be updated with the most updated 
information. 
Additionally, once “OCGS” appear for the first time, full word of it should be given. 
In material and method section, author(s) should also specify as well as give more 
explanations to why Central District was chosen for the current study, but not South, West 
or North B district by basing on exiting literatures or secondary statistics. Moreover, 
author(s) should also give reference to Figure 2 where author get this map from. 
While discussing on demographic characteristics, author(s) used data from 2010 census, is 
2010 census the latest statistics for this area? If there are any other latest statistics, 
author(s) is (are) encouraged to use the latest statistics instead. 
In Equation 1, I still not understand well by the way author(s) showed this equation. Does it 
mean [n = ( Z x 2 x p x q ) / (d x 2 )] ? Maybe it was not. Thus, I suggest author(s) make it 
into easier way for reader to understand. 
On page 7, in Variables discussion section, I think author(s) should discuss based on 
current existing literatures to make sure important variable(s) did not unexpectedly omitted 
from the model. Moreover, based on literatures author(s) should also give extra 
discussions of effect direction (expected sign) of Xn variable(s) on Y variable. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Author(s) should also discuss their findings with the most update literatures, particularly 
rice research literatures in Tanzania as well as in the world, as rice is one of the main crops 
in Tanzania. 

 

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper. 
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