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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 
 

 
 
 
Proper suggestions should be given compulsorily  
Sampling justification should be made. 
 
 
 
 

 
 
The researcher decided to use a sample size of 300 smallholder farmers and 
20 key informants (10 ward’s agricultural officers and 10 bank or MFIs 
representatives that provided the additional information that were used 
intensively in the discussion of the study findings). The researcher was 
confident that a sample of 300 smallholder farmers equal or greater than 5% 
of population size identified in the study area was large enough to yield 
reliable and robust results. Since the wards were purposively selected, the 
sample size for each ward was 30 smallholder farmers as shown in table 2 (in 
the main work – submitted manuscript). 
 
 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
Interpretation of the results are done in an excellent manner. 
 
 
 

 
 

Highly appreciated 
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PART  2:  
 

 
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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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

 
The study complied with the research ethics from the beginning to the end as it 
is normal research ethical issue for successful and standardized academic 
research processes. The researcher applied for the research clearance letter or 
permission letter from Jordan University College, Municipal offices and from 
other relevant offices in the study areas. Also, the researcher ensured that there 
is informed consent from the study participants, as well as ensuring them of 
privacy and confidentiality, anonymity and other ethical issues considered during 
the study were integrity, honesty, respect of people and their properties. In order 
to ensure ethical conduct in this study, all respondents were informed about the 
significance of the study in order to have their willingness to cooperate. 
 

 


