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PART  1: Editor  Comments 

 

 Editor’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 

 

The List of References must be done according to the APA style.  The publishing 

year must be put after the    

authors names , not at the end. 

 

List of References must be checked well .  Some names (  Line 42, 184  , for  

example: Suarez e  Rios 2005) is missing from the list. 

 

Capitalization must be made in List of References for authors  middle name . ( 

example :  Suarez e  Rios) 

Suarez E. Rios. 

 

Line 75:  ....  to men and women (20 and 60%) respectively. 

 

Numbers  must be cheeked ( either 40  and 60 

Or 20 and 80  to make it 100%. 

 

Percentages  on Table 1 must be double checked, especially those of ( Decision 

criteria for obtaining cassava)  .. .. numbers do not make 100%... the first column is 

101%, while the other is 99%. 

 

 

The same applies for Table 2: those under the (( weekly frequencies ...) do not 

make 100% 

 

Table 3 : Also must be double checked. 

The conclusions must be written in a scientific way... to describe the scientific 
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results. 

Minor REVISION 

comments 

 

 

Line 12 : It was conducted a survey through ..... 

Should be : A survey was conducted through... 

 

Line 17: ... Determined by the in natura purchase ... 

Must be double checked  ( Maybe by natural purchase ??? 

 

 

Line 148: .... Although El Salvador is a urban  region... 

Should be : ...............................................is an urban region... 

 

Line 158:  The morphological traits flesh color and skin .... 

Should be ............................................................like color and skin ....... 

 

 

In the List of References... Line 244, the name of   (Fe  C Martinez )  was listed in the text 

as  ( Fe  e Martinez. 

 

(Must be checked) and written according to APA as mentioned earlier.  

 

 

Optional/General 
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