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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 introduction has not been able to link the statement of problem, or the need for the 
research and the possible methods in solving the problem. 
 
Introduction should capture the essence and objective of study? 
 

This paper focused on the three classes, namely; relative advantages, compatibility and 

complexity to measure the farmers’ perception of Mobile Phone Technology (MPT). What 

informed your limitation to only 3 classes??? 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 

What informed the use of the four groups of variables? 

How did you select the 282 rice farmers and what informed the selection process? 

What is the sample frame and what formed the sample frame of the study? 

What justifies the use of the analytical techniques? 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
What is/are the research gap(s) that the study intends to fill? 

What informed this study? 

 

References are old and out-dated? 
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highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should 
write his/her feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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