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The paper address important aspects, but there is a lot of aspects, which has to be improved 

in case of publication: 

1. It is not clear, what is real purpose of provided research. In conclusion is not clear, 

how the information will be used. Without any adoption strategy, the paper 

describes only small scale analysis, where results could be relatively easy 

predictable. Described actions doesn’t bring no important innovation in such type 

of analysis and also results are not very innovative 

2. The scale of analysis was provided with small samples and there is question, if such 

results are statistically significant. Probably will be important to be focused more 

on qualitative aspects then on quantitative 

 
The paper is written in now fully clear form and large parts of texts are very generis. There 

is mentioned large number of different problems, which affect food insufficiency, but from 

methodology is not clear if the provided analysis are really focused on this problems. 

The paper define three indexes, but the results of this indexes are not discussed in paper. 
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