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 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 
 

1. Fig 1. For market channel under the results section is 
not well presented, it does not reflect what was in the 
explanations.  It could be better if the figure is 
presented in a vertical way.  This wills distinguish the 
flow of commodity and information form one market 
actor to another. 
 

2. Also the symbol for consumer must be in cycle form to 
differentiate from other actors. 
 

 
3. The results section is overloaded, authors must reduce 

unnecessary sections e.g. no need of explaining much 
the marketing functions performed by actors such as 
storage, financing, selling and buying.   

1. Correction has been made according 
to reviewer comment. 

 
 
 
 

2. Correction has been made according 
to reviewer comment. 

 
3. Correction has been made according 

to reviewer comment. 

Minor REVISION comments   
Optional/General comments The Paper is good.   
 
 
 


