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the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors 
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-The abstract is too long and too detailed. It should be 

brief and focused on methodology and brief results. 

-Literature review did not follow a standard review 

approach, the author has not critique the other authors, 

and the author does not tell us how the current study fits 

in to existing knowledge.   

-The referencing system used make it difficult for 

reviewers to cross-reference the citations.  

Section 3.3.2 Attitudes towards organic farming:  

-the use of likehart scale of -2 to 2 is strange given that 

the same variable was used for marginal interpretation in 

logit, I am not sure if this is correct, unless the authors 

borrowed this from an authoritative source   
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the authors have not acknowledge the source of the 

empirical model used and the methodology followed 
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