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The article has a lot of potential to clarify questions about types of subsistence farming, the influence of different variables

on the type of subsistence farming, and the consequences for incomes and livelihoods. 

However, the article misses: 

clear research questions with clear hypotheses,

a clear definition of the various variables used in the questionnaire and how they were measured, 

a clear description of the questionnaire and the method of administering it. What exactly was the “random sampling

method” (was there a list of farmers? How trustworthy is that list?)? Did the farmers fill the questionnaire by themselves, or

in a face-to-face interview with an enumerator? Paper and pencil? Online? How were enumerators trained?

There is confusion about the definition of socio-economic status. Is it really the “person's work experience"?? I doubt.

What is the difference between income level and socio-economic status? How were both measured in the questionnaire?

The income level of small-scale farmers is very difficult to measure, at least not only in money. It varies a lot, and a lot of

income is in kind. 

Later on, the article speaks about “sustainable” livelihoods. What does that mean? How is livelihood measured? 

The direction of influences is not clear. Subsistence farming is hypothesized to influence socio-economic status, and in

turn, the socio-economic status then influences subsistence farming? This needs more clarity. And it is difficult to measure

those mutual influences, if that is what the authors think. 

I also miss a clear description of the variables, including definition, measurement, etc. It would allow the reader to

understand the study. 

Discussion and conclusion should not repeat the results of the study. The discussion posits the results within the world of

other articles about the same issue, and the conclusion highlights the consequences of the results for further research,

policy, extension, etc. 

Methodologically, it has to be highlighted that significance levels do not say much. What we need additionally are effect

sizes of the various variables/factors. A factor or variable can be very significant but have only a small effect. 
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In general, I think that the study works with a very small number of factors, neglecting other factors that are relevant. In

data analysis, this can lead to wrong results. The significance of the factors considered will vanish once more factors are

included. This is in the nature of statistical analysis. This is a major failure of many articles on agricultural development in

Africa. 

For example, other factors mentioned in the literature about small-scale farmers are 

previous innovations done by the farmer 

personal attitudes to innovation

exposure to information from various sources (extension, radio, other farmers, farmer groups) 

managerial capacity of farmers 

Knowledge of farmers about Agriculture

membership in groups

networks 

security of access to land 
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