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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

Line 25-26: “Globally, ...” This statement needs to be
referenced.

Line 37, 167, 174 vs. line 244 Ochola et al, is spelled
differently from what is given in the REFERENCES
section (Ochollah,...).

Line 38: Reference is not listed in the REFERENCES
section.

Line 48-50: “According...” Statement is repeat of what
was mention previously (line 38-39).

Line 52: Reference is not listed in the REFERENCES
section.

Line 90, 106 -107: The term “sales of food crops” can be
ambiguous because can also imply cash crops (that is
also crops grown for sale). To prevent confusion
differentiation between the two by using the terms
commercial crop vs. cash crops.

Line 93: The author mentions that rice is ” feature more
prominently as both food and ...” This is confusing.
According to Table 1, 2 and the statement in line 94: it
has the highest output hence less available (12% + 26%)
for consumption as food. Also, the availability of the
other crops listed in Table 2 seems higher and suggest
more availability as food. What is clear is according to the
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results in table 1 and 2 is that rice features as a major
cash crop only. Please resolve this statement.

Line 158: Reference UBOS not listed in REFERENCE
section.

Line 168: Reference Bigirwa not listed in REFERENCE
section.

Line 177: Reference Sserunkuuma not listed in
REFERENCE section.

Line 158 - 159; 165-167 and 177-179: The sentences
concerned with rice as a cash crop / food or staple
subsistent /contributing to food security etc. in Uganda,
are a repeat of what were already mentioned in the
introduction and adds no further insight.
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Minor REVISION comments

In some places sub-county is written as sub county -
pleas be consistent with this term as sub-county.

Line 87, 91, 95: Too many sentences’ beginning with
“However”

Line 130: “advanced” is not the right term here, please

» o«

considered using “given”, “provided” etc.

Optional /General comments

The DISCUSSION sections need attention due to the
repeat of certain concepts already stated in the
INTROUCTION. Therefore this section is limited and
weak. Considered rewriting this section more clearly and
expand a little more on the other results obtained during
this study and perhaps other similar studies in Uganda or
elsewhere.

Many references were not listed
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