
 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

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

 
Journal Name:  British Journal of Economics, Management & Trade    

Manuscript Number: Ms_BJEMT_24727 

Title of the Manuscript:  Empirical Investigation of Technical Efficiency of Smallholder Women Farmers in Northern Ghana: 

Stochastic Frontier Approach. 

Type of the Article Original Research Article 

 

 

 

General guideline for Peer Review process:  
 

This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is 

scientifically robust and technically sound. 

To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link: 

 

(http://www.sciencedomain.org/page.php?id=sdi-general-editorial-policy#Peer-Review-Guideline) 

 

 



 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

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

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 

 

 
You find bellow my comments of your paper:  
 
 

- The title of the paper is concise and 
informative.   

- The authors should reflect more on the 
keywords. 

- The objectives are too methodological, not 
scientific hypotheses.  

- The introduction should include testable 
hypothesis  

- Where is it the questionnaire? Please add it in 
the appendices  
 

- Results: it was hard to follow. Try to reorder 
the data and give some possible utility of the 
outcome. 

- Please check the manuscript carefully for the 
correction errors on : punctuation errors, some 
unclear sentences,  

- The conclusions must adequately tie together 
the other elements of the paper such as theory, 
data and critical perspectives. 

 
Please discuss the results and compare the results with 
other studies conducted by international researchers.  
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- Lot of statements require references 
 
There are lacks of references in this manuscript. Most 
of the statements made should or could be supported by 
a reference or even multiple references like the 
following paragraph: 
Lines from 25 to 28: “Smallholder farmers who 
produce on subsistent basis on the other hand 
tend to dominate the farming population with 
about 80% of total agricultural production. These 
farmers produce crops such as cocoa, maize, rice, 
yam and cassava. The most unfortunate news is 
that, about 70% of the lands used for the 
cultivation of these crops are 3 hectares (ha) or 
smaller in size.” 
 
 
Further, cited material needs to be engaged with in a 
critical way it cannot simply be copied, and it must be 
referenced. Unfortunately, your paper has not met this 
standard. 
 
Lines 18-19 “Agriculture sector contributes 
25.6% to Ghana’s GDP after the Services and 
Industrial sectors, and is the most important 
sector driving Ghana’s economic growth.”  

Are copy paste from 
Kuwornu, J. K., Amoah, E., & Seini, W. (2013). 
Technical efficiency analysis of maize farmers in the 
Eastern Region of Ghana. Journal of Social and 
Development Sciences, 4(2), 84. 
 
Lines 20-24 “That is why in 2003, African Heads of 
State and Government adopted an Africa-owned and 
led initiative, namely the Comprehensive Africa 
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Agricultural Development Program (CAADP), to assist 
their countries to revitalize agriculture development as 
a strategy for achieving the prime Millennium 
Development Goal of halving the number of hungry 
and poor by 2015 
 

Are copy paste from 
 
http://www.afdb.org/fileadmin/uploads/afdb/Docu
ments/Publications/Foreword%20Imp%20Eng.pdf 
….. 
….From my point of view, due to the reasons 
explained above and its poor scientific language, 
unfortunately, this paper is poor to be published with 
this structure. The authors should rewrite the 
manuscript in a more proper scientifically sound way if 
they want to submit it again.    

Minor REVISION comments  
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