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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 title could also make much sense if it included constraints as well as prospects/way forward or solutions, etc 
Author could have clearly explained the term ‘private bio fertilizer’ and distinguish it from public bio fertilizer, if that 
term exists.  
The research methodology was not explicit and convincing enough. For instance, various issues relating to 
constraints, challenges, suggestions and way forward could have been explored if the farmers were allowed to 
explain for themselves rather than resorting only to closed questions. Also, were these closed questions 
researcher made and tested for validity and reliability, or borrowed from somewhere. Were they exhaustive?   
Data analysis could have been more rigorous, in my view, rather than just calculating percentages.  
The references are not consistent and according to format. Only 5 references are current (which is good) but are 
not enough. Author should add more.  
The language could also be improved. Author should try to check and correct spellings, grammar, punctuation, etc.  
More comments are in the attached document which was marked. 
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