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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 
 

 
1. The author(s) should revise the interpretation 

style of regression analysis, and compare the 
results with previous studies. Why improved 
seed and fertilizer have significantly negative 
correlation with the productivity?  They should 
promote the productivity.  

 
2. What is the main hypothesis to be tested in the 

regression? What are the expected signs of 
each independent variable?  The signs should 
be expected based on previous studies or 
theories in the methodology section.  
 

3. The author(s) should make this study a little bit 
different from the previous studies by 
summarizing well the relevant literature. By this 
way, you can make a contribution to the field, 
in addition to a specific case (Nigeria).  

 
 

We want to state that all the issued raised by 
the reviewer has been properly corrected. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

4. The abstract should be summarized as shorter 
as possible in a concrete way. Figures in the 
abstract might not be needed. The author(s) 
should summarize it without figures.  

 
5. The author(s) should identify more concretely 

the objective of the study. 
 

It has been summarize as shorter as possible 
but with figure because the figure is of interest 
too. 
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Optional/General comments 
 

In general, the paper is very interesting in the field of 
agricultural economics, as well as economic 
development.  It analyzes farm productivity measured 
by the total factor productivity in Nigeria, focusing 
mainly on factors determining the productivity using a 
simple regression analysis.  
 
Although the methodology used in the analysis is 
simple, the author(s) applies it properly, producing 
good results. However, i have some above-mentioned 
comments to improve the paper.   
 
 
 

 

 


