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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

This manuscript reports on farmers’ response to questions on pineapple production. 
The information provided is valuable to improve productivity in the studied area and 
beyond. However, the fact that the questionnaire were left for illiterate farmers with 
no formal education or/and only primary education to answer makes the response 
less reliable. If there was assistance, it should be indicated in M&M part.  
 
The results in the table and the narratives are sometimes not in agreement. To 
mention few. 
 
Males dominate pineapple production does not go with 28 female and 32 male in the 
table. 
Majority of the farmers are old is also misleading as the data in the table shows that 
majority are below 50yrs. 
The weighted mean in the result and discussion is not indicated in the M&M and also 
not presented in Table 3. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

The word “problem’ in the title should be replaced with “Problems” 
 
Table 2 
Replace “sore” with “Sole” 
Manual weeding is the same as hand picking. Delete “Hand picking” 
 
There are a lot of such mistakes which I couldn’t highlight in the documens as it was a PDF 
file. 
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