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Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

Check line 56 and see if you mean “farmers” in place of the 

word “buyers”. Assuming that the sentence that began in line 

62 is your general objective, what are the specific objectives 

of the paper? You need to specify the specific objectives 

because your results and discussions are expected to be 

weaved around them! In your description of variables, why 

did you treat education as a dummy? How did you define “not 

educated”? I suggest you use number of years of spent in 

formal education. In line 184, how did you obtain the result 

when you treated education as a dummy variable? 

For correctness, check the sentences in lines 164 and 188; 

90%?. Define the asterisks in the t- test column in Table 3. 

Indicate the sources of the tables.  I think they are from the 

field survey; then state so. 

Please specify your recommendations as opposed to lumping 

them under conclusion section. Make sure you are guided by 

the specific objectives of the study in the discussion, 

conclusion and recommendations. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

What is the need for adding “second level heading” in some 

headings. Note that 2.1 and 2.2 have the same inscription but are 

written differently. I hope you can spot the difference. 
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