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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 studied the food consumption pattern and income elasticity of demand of farm households in
Andhra Pradesh, India.

Whiles, the micro-level studies on food demand have important implications for local food policy, there is no
strong justification for the study.

Thus, what is interesting about food demand in the study area that readership should know or what do we
not know food demand that the Andhra Pradesh case provide? The research method also has major
weaknesses which leads to biased parameter estimates. There is selectivity bias, and the LA/QA AIDS model
has strong estimation weaknesses as it assumes either a linear or quadratic Engel’s curves. Ignoring the
model’s major weaknesses, the authors fail to acknowledge the unit of analysis in such food demand
estimates, such as per capita or total or average per household units.

The tables therefore have no comparative meaning and hence, are less useful.

The income elasticity estimates of each of the major foods the author studied is more than unity, implying
that food in the study area is a luxury good, and which defies theory (Engel’s law) and other empirical
studies.

The study discussion, conclusions and referencing in the entire paper are poor.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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