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reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It 
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his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory 

REVISION comments 

  

Minor REVISION 

comments 

 

The article is well written, the current version need to be revised: 

Table 2, Table 3 and Figure 2 shows the same information. The author should 

combined these into one table and describe it clearly. 

Table 4 describe the information for only one year, the author should include few 

years data and describe the trend. 

   

In the results and discussions section Line # 84-90, there is no need to describe 

the Lychee production in other countries, this section can be moved to the 

Introduction and background section.  

 

The Regression results should be discussed clearly, and also the conclusions which 

need to revise based on the adequate discussions of regression results.  

There are too many recommendations, which are not all from the results. 

There are typos throughout the article, such as Line # 52-53.      

 

Optional/General 

comments 

 

The paper contributes very useful information through the findings of primary data. 

However this paper can be improved substantially through incorporating the 

information about the challenges of the GAP farmers to increase production and 

what is the cost effective strategies that government can undertake to improve the 

management.  
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