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Evaluation Criteria: 
Please give each evaluation item a numeric rating on a 5-point scale, along with a brief 
explanation for each 3-lesspoint rating. 

Questions 
Rating Result 
[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 

1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the article. 3 

(a brief explanation is recommendable) 
The author needs to make clear if title concerns cotton growers, cotton farmers or cotton 
growing villages  

2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and results. 4 

(a brief explanation is recommendable) 
The author needs to put clearly that he regression model deals with village level fertilizer 
demand.  
 

3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in this 
article.  4 

(a brief explanation is recommendable) 
Judgment instead of judgement, for instance 
"is the highest" instead of "is highest" 
"depends on farmer’ socio-economic conditions" instead of "depends on the farmer’s socio-
economic conditions" 



"it is also worth investigating the influence" or "it is also worth to investigate the influence" instead 
of  "it is also worth investigate the influence" 
"the consumer will rank his preferences accordingly" instead of  "the consumer will rank his or 
preferences accordingly". 

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 4 

(a brief explanation is recommendable) 
It is still worth recalling the microeconomic theory that links prices to the demand of a good. Then, 
the author should let the reader know why he makes use of certain variables and not of others. That 
is a baseline in econometrics.  

5. The body of the paper is clear and does not contain errors. 3 

(a brief explanation is recommendable) 
There is a need to put forward explanation on the institutional environment that governs over the 
fertilizer pricing system, for instance explain clearly the structure of the fertilizer price or give full 
insights on the institutional arrangement between fertilizer traders and farmers' village 
cooperatives, and not use this explanation as a result afterward. 

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and supported by the 
content. 4 

(a brief explanation is recommendable) 
The conclusion is perfect if care is taken off the reorganization of ideas stated earlier at point 5. 

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. 4 

(a brief explanation is recommendable) 
There is a need to add certain references and leave out others.  
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11-14, 2000; Atlantic City, New Jersey - USA; pp. 235-241. 
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Overall Recommendation(mark an X with your recommendation)： 

Accepted, no revision needed  

Accepted, minor revisions needed X 

Return for major revision and resubmission  

Reject  
 



Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s): 
The author should be very aware of the complex context of the liberalization process in the fertilizer 
sector in Benin. As the author could easily observe, the government fully controlled the agricultural 
input sector the last five years. So, it is not "state planning" vs "market". For instance, from 1992 to 
1999 there was a gradual and step by step liberalization in the fertilizer sector; this is to say that 
government still intervened where the private was absent. But, at the same time after delivery service 
to farmers declined to zero because most extension officers were sent off as a result of the structural 
adjustment program. From 2000 up to 2011, the private sector (traders) in charge of fertilizer supply 
found out the need to supplement extension services to cotton farmers through the existing government 
structure. 
At the same time, from 1992 to 1999 and 2000 up to 2011, the village level is totally administered by 
farmers' cooperatives, duty that was completely achieved by the former extension officers lastly fired . 
This is to say that a full-fledged context is necessary and not the reverse. The context should not 
appear as a finding, rather the ways in which this difficult context should be mitigated and pathways to 
performance set as perspectives.  

Comments and Suggestions to the Editors Only: 
I strongly acknowledge the publication of the concerned paper as soon as the author proceeds to the 
minor revisions.  

 
 

 


