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PART 1: Review Comments
Reviewer’s comment

Compulsory REVISION comments

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)

In introduction: You have explained the background of your study well, especially those
related to spatial-temporal variation. However, you have not explained what is related to
inter-block variability. Also note writing words with uppercase letters and typos.
In Results and discussions:
1. You did not mention the CAGR size in the research method but wrote it down on the
results of the study? Is this related to the purpose of your study?
2. You only mention indexes of instability, sustainability, production and productivity, but
why don't you directly compare them in one table so that the discussion will be more
assertive. You only mention the index number but it doesn't explain why it happened.
In conclusion:
You have not answered the overall research objectives. In fact, you make conclusions that
are not your research objective, namely some other factors like urbanization, cost of
production, infrastructure facilities, post-harvest market price, farmers' preferences and
profitability of the crop and government policies that are influenced by the crop productivity
of potato in the area. You did not discuss this in the results of the study.

Minor REVISION comments

In abstract: you should mention the results clearly.
In study area: What is CD Blocks?

Optional/General comments

In materials and methods: You have already stated a number of measures (indices and
coefficients) that have been done by other researchers, but you have not explained which
one is the best, including what you have used in your study.
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Reviewer’s comment

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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)
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