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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
e The conclusion must be fine-tuned as highlighted in the main text. Conclusion has been corrected
e Thefigured in the pie chart on page 7 should be expressed in percentage (
for instance, 28.74%, 9.25%------- ) Grammatical errors corrected
e |solated cases of grammatical errors and spacing should be corrected.
Minor REVISION comments Corrected
e Minor errors have been highlighted in yellow and proposed changes in red
Optional/General comments All corrections have bee done and implemented in the MS

e It may be necessary to review the title of the paper because the whole text is about
adoption of a crop variety and not much on adaptation. In other words, there is a
weak linkage between the text and the title.

e Improve section 3.6 on page 9 as highlighted

e Table 9 may not be necessary the results can be presented in a statement form in
the main text.

e In Table 2, the basis/parameters for scoring/assessing the knowledge level can be
expressed in a statement form rather than in question form which keeps the results
in a raw form (appear as if, it is still in data form). For example , ability to name two
drought tolerant varies------ .

o Otherwise, it is a good paper based on good methodology.
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