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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
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his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional/General comments 
 

1. The article is well written just few typographical errors which I flagged some of 
them on red. 

2.  Budgetary analysis is good for the analysis but logistic regression that would have 
examined how the Socio economics characteristics of respondents affect the 
profitability of charcoal marketing in the study area would have been preferable 

3.  The second observation can be ignored and the work can be published as it is well 
written. 

4. Reference: I do not think that the journal name should be in bold font 
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