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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 Discussion of the elements effecting the millet
production/consumption is up to date topic, but the used data
are not clarified exactly (seems they Came from the years
(which?) before 2007 are not enough and relevant in 2014
(for the past). – must be extended.
Chapter 4 is too short (discussion is missing!) – must be
extended.
What the lector is missing: the explanation of the results
(chapter 3.1: both the description and the explanation ofthe results are too short). In chapter 2: the correct
description of the data source, what was the sampled period;
what were the sales like; the expost forecast when was done
etc. – must be concretized.
Add literature source of Nerlove model.Line 135 (and other tables): Source: own construction,based on field survey, 2007. That is literature 11? – allsuch improprieties must be corrected.

Minor REVISION comments - Name the author in the text where you are writing whoand what said (instead of numbering them) – 34th line.
- Instead of writing that the supply function shows – agraph will be better to show the function. (see table 3)
- International literature background is poor consideringthe used models, so please find other authors who alsoused the Nerlove model (not only in home country)
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Optional/General comments The Reviewer’s main problem is the too old and not well-described data and literature use.The quality of the paper must be increased by clarifyingand extending the database, by real discussion of the gotresults.
Note: Anonymous Reviewer


