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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct 
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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
1. Yes, as it will be beneficial for other researchers want to work in the area of Pepper 

production. 
 
2. Yes, but “Unveiling the Economic Potential: Smallholder Pepper Farming in Northern 

Ghana's Kumbungu District” is suggested by reviewer 
 
3. Yes 

 
4. Yes 
 
5. Yes 
 
6. 6.1 References are not sufficient. A lot of work has been done by the researchers in 

this field, so some recent references must be added by the authors. 
 

6.2 The references are very old, add some new references.  
 

6.3 The references are not properly formatted as in-text citations, there are 
variations.  

 
7. Make separate sections for Conclusion and Recommendation, keep Conclusion 

section last before the Reference section. 
 

8. Use better keywords 
 

9. Improve formatting of all the tables and figures again. 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
1. The language needs to be improved to some extent. 

 
2. Few grammatical errors were found in the manuscript. 
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