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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 

 

Abstract: The abstract is well written with all the 

relevant information. 

Introduction:  Give a brief account or background 

information for what you want to address by clearly 

introducing the problem statement of your research 

work. The way you present your introduction is more 
of literature review. The introduction should include 

the following: 1. Give brief introduction of Ghana  in 

terms of geographical location, population,  
contribution of agriculture to GDP,  why the research 

was needed,  context of the research and objectives 

which was clearly  mentioned at the bottom of the 
introduction from line 54 -58. 

Figure 2.1: The figure is not clear, revamp on it. 

 Figure 2.2: The information is out date far beyond 
two decades from 1987-2008 (20 years). The author 

needs to update statistical data between 5-10 years. 

Find out there is an improvement in the export trade. 

Figure 2.3:  The contrast of the image is not clear and 
the writings are not succinctly show cased. The 

author  needs to modify the image for the benefits of 

the readers. 
Methodology:  It is well presented and has factored 

all the information. 

Results and Discussion:  This section is somehow 
weak because the information is scanty and should 

present more of statistical results rather than 

narrative. Since the author collected primary data I 

 



 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (07-06-2013)  

expect him to inject more data figures. Make 

comparison of your results to related studies 
conducted by other scholars in the field of research. 

Having done that, it will improve the quality of your 

manuscript. 
Conclusion and recommendation: Apart from the 

production activities to final consumer as concluded 

what other information your research have depicted 

in terms of constraints and solutions. 
Recommendation is quiet is ok. 

References: The author needs to thoroughly cross-

check the reference because some references are in 
the text but not in the reference list vis-à-vis. Let him 

take an account of all the reference in the text and 

cross check one by one in the reference table. 

Minor REVISION comments   

Optional/General comments 

 

It can be a good paper provided he has taken all the 
comments on board. 
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