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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 
 

 
 Aigner and Chu  1977, no correspond to reference 2 
 To clarify the sampling method used. 
 CRS is no defined 
 Is important define the inputs and outputs for the production units, and their 

measurement units  
 xij and Yj   are no defined 

 

Noted and effected. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 Explain the difference between: Twenty-four respondents 

and seventy-two grasscutter farmers involved.  
 To correct: alocatively 
 Various acronyms are no defined, for example EE, AE 

Noted . all necessary observations have been duly corrected and effected. 

Optional/General comments 
 

  

 
 


