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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

Minor REVISION comments

In the abstract

-Too much data in the abstract. Please synthesize and mention only relevant results
-Define each element to be more understandable (Cost-A, cost-B....)

-please add 1 or2 sentences as recommendations

In the introduction
-please add the reference of some sentences in the introduction

In the method section

- please split this section in two parts: (1) production function definition and (2) area and data
-please justify the choice of Cobb-Douglass production function

-please add the estimation method and justification

- Is farmland the only criteria used to cluster farmers? Please explain why you chose this
criterion?

In the results
- please choose one of the two. (table or figure).
-You should discuss your results thoroughly before comparing them with others

In the conclusion
- Please add a sentence or two, the background of the study.
- please add some sentences for further research

In the references
No comments

Optional/General comments
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