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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 (i) The method of selecting farmers in the methodology isfaulty using random technique, without specifying. Youcan only use simple random technique when you selectfrom a known population.(ii) Some of the data in Table 1 were scientifically wrong.How can you have a mean value of sex to be 0.7333? Youare either a male or a female. Your discussion on sex isnot in line with the data you provided in the table , ... that76.33% are male.(iii) Also, how come the minimum age of yourrespondents is 14 years old when you have alreadyindicated earlier on pg.6 line 185 that you usedexperienced rice producers? Very doubting if at all youfollowed the principles you stated in your work?(iv) You cannot get the mean size of household to be5.600 at all, see your finding on table 1 and yourdiscussion on pg.9 line 276. Does it mean you can divideperson and get half?(v) How can low technology constitute a risk? See table 2line 296. Even the concept of using pest and disease as arisk was not properly explained.  Since this was the majorrisk factor, there’s need to address it properly not justlisting it.  NOTE also that this is the major purpose of thestudy.(vi) Since source of risk was capture initially onfrequency and percentage form, how did you arrived atthe mean score you now have in Table 4 line 376?(vii) Your recommendation(s) needs to be specific. Forexample, how will government ensure availability of
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pesticide? and improve seedlings at subsidize rate?
Minor REVISION comments The abstract need to be revisited. The introductorysentences are too many. Avoid the use of citation in theabstract
Optional/General comments Writing pattern needs to be improved.Serious major revision is required.
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