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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

Minor REVISION comments

| think the work is good and OK. It just needs some little correction.
1.

Some assertions were left unreferenced. For example in the introductory part
(Willingness to pay is the maximum amount according to who....; Ragi
consumption was twice or thrice in a day......) and many more. The author
should go through the work again and reference them

In my view, i suggest that the author should put the tables in the appendix
section within the text. It will make the reader to have clear understanding. In
other words, the author should bring the table in the appendix section to the
body of the work.

The author should use symbol (%) instead of word (percent) in reporting the
findings

The work will not be complete if the socio economic characteristics of the
respondents were not provided. The work will make more sense if the author
provide the socio-economic characteristics of the respondents under study
(i.e. income, education, gender, age among others)

Major findings of the work should be reported with fact and figure in the
abstract section too.

The author only need to reference necessary sources

1. The assertions were referenced accordingly in the introductory part.

2. According to your view | have inserted the tables along with running text
for easy explanation and understanding.

3. | have re corrected and replaced per cent with % symbol.

4. Based on the reviewer comments and suggestion regarding the importance
od socio-economic characters. | have included in detail about the socio-
economic characters of the sample respondents along with table.

5. Re corrected the abstract with suitable results and implications.

Optional/General comments

The author take this opportunity to thank the reviewer for his critical
comments and valuable inputs for the betterment of the article.
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