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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 The authors have included some in-text citations thathave not been cited in the Reference Section. Forexample: World Bank 2001; Bagirwa et al., 2005;Sserunkuuma et al., 2004. Make sure all citations havebeen included in the proper section
Minor REVISION comments In the abstract section the summarized results shouldalso appear in the results section. For instance theauthors indicate that the reasons for growing riceincluded tolerance of pests and diseases. Table 6 has noindication of this claim.In the same abstract section under the conclusionsection, the authors have used household returns, am notsure if they mean household cash income as suggested inthe title of the topic as well as the aims of the researchpaper,

The authors should be consistent in the use of the words e.g.
household food and income security as shown in the abstract
and other subsequent sections.

Results section:The authors have used rice output on line 94 – how aboutusing rice production?On line 96 the authors write “In fact, close to 80% of therespondents… consider revising the sentence. E.g. Infact76 % of the respondents or Close to 80% of the
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respondents….”Line 98 – I suggest the author to decide whether theywant to use average or range. The wording here is veryconfusing.  Additionally on the same line averageproductivity – probably it will be easy if the authorscould have used average production.Table 1: Household returns --- the topic of this researchsays “….household income…” how about changing theword returns to cash income.On line 99 – the authors has indicated that higher harvestwas obtained from first season than the second season(Figure 1). Are there any explanations that respondentsgave to support the findings (was there drought inseason 2, or reduction in cultivated area etc.). Anyqualitative testimonies can also be helpful.From Lines 128 – 135 – I suggest the authors to revisesome sentences.In the results section line 132 the authors indicate thatsome of the reasons for growing rice were availability ofland and traditional crop. How about revising thissentence?
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Optional/General comments This research paper represents a major effort inassessing the importance of rice as food and incomesecurity crop in Puti-Puti sub-county, Pallisa district inUganda. The methodology consists of cross sectionalsurvey using multi-stage random sampling. The majorfinding showed that rice is an important commodity inproviding household food and income security to thestudy area.I believe there is potential for this manuscript and dohope the authors will address my comments accordingly.
Note: Anonymous Reviewer


