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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
Introduction INTRODUCTION

Methodology It is mixed up with the literature review, there should be a brief chapter on literature review.
Introduction — should focus on OFSP the difference it has with other ordinary sweet potato
Importance of OFSP is not clear thus needs to be included properly

METHODOLOGY

Study area.

Indicate why study area was selected method used to select the study area out of 13
posssible.

Sampling procedure and Data collection

Extremely shallow and does not show any procedure followed to arrive at the results
discussed.

Needs thorough rewriting.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Socio- Economic characteristics of the respondent

The results does not show any scientific significance of the named traits in advancement
of OFSP.

Scientific correlation needs to be shown

Determinant of OFSP Marketers

Discussion not clear needs to be redone .

Results not well discussed i.e what is it that influences the marketing of OFSP needs to
clearly come out

Minor REVISION comments
OBJECTIVES

Should be on its on not mixed with introduction

Second objective needs to be paraphrased to bring out the intended meaning

Optional/General comments

Good paper however it has a lot of generalities most of which are not scientific

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)

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

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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