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 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 

 

In a sentence or two, state the research problem after the first sentence in the 

abstract section.  In line 21, write “importance” 

State the source of the comment in lines 25-27 and also that of line 34.  In line 

32, give examples of non-farm activities. In line 41 check the word “whiles”. 

The author has to clearly bring out the problem the study intends to solve, the 

broad objectives and the specific objectives. 

 What is the source of the statement in line 120-121? Remove the word 

“recently” from line 216. 

In line 228, change  “ shine” to “shy”. The statement in line 228 that ends with 

“rather” is incomplete. In line 229, add “status” after  “marital”. In line 235, 

write “This finding is in line with a priori expectation” Your recommendations 

should be properly highlighted.  In the first recommendation, who is expected 

to take the action, who do you refer to as the stake holders and did you refer 

to this in your discussion? In line 253-255, are non-farm activities provided 

by governments and non-government organizations for the purpose of 

boosting agriculture? Which NGO do you have in mind?  In your last 

recommendation, who do you have in mind to do that? 

 

Minor REVISION comments   

Optional/General comments 

 

The author should check the script for grammatical errors.  
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