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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

Pg1; Line 26: what is the source of the information
given?

Pg 2 ; Line 27 & 41: what is the source of statistics
given?

Pg3; Line 99: the issue of first and second seasons
was not covered in the Methodology section

Pg7; Line 159-164: The discussion given is not based
on findings of the study.

Pg8; Line 167-174: the discussion is about what is
found in the literature and not relating to study
findings.

The following cited references do not appear in the
list of references; UBOS(2004), World Bank (2001),
Bigirwa et al (2005),

Very little review of literature was done.

The study failed to bring out the importance of rice
both as a source of food and as income. The food and
insecurity measures were not done. Author only
listed returns from different crops produced by
respondents without bringing out the contribution of
rice to food and income security.

The methodology is very weak and as a result no
concrete results came out. Author ends up discussing
results of related previous studies because of lack of
own results.
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Minor REVISION comments

Optional /General comments
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