Dear JIAEE Editor,

Thank you so much for accepting our article into Journal of International Agricultural and Extension Education. We look forward to getting this study published.

Below are some questions from reviewers and the highlighted parts are how we addressed these issues.

Title changed: "Drivers of Farmers’ adoption of Hermetic Storage Bags in Ghana.” 

Reviewer’s comments and author’s responses

1. Did not provide additional information about hermetic bags in other countries as reviewer 2 asked for. – We expanded to provide examples of studies done in two African countries (Benin & Kenya) and demonstrate the effectiveness of using hermetic bags to store maize (see pg.2).

2. Did not provide specific objectives as reviewer 2 asked for. Specific objectives provided (see pg.3).

3. Did not cite for their methodology or example of statements utilized within the study as recommended. Additional information (study design) and citations added to the methodology section (Ghana Statistical Service, 2014) 

4. Does not address further research recommendations asked by reviewer 2 only a strategy. Added a further research recommendation (see pg. 17).

5. Reviewer 1 requested further discussion on the different adoption stages in relation to this study and the author only elaborated with one line- can be expanded. We expanded this part by adding what the question was intended to capture and added some context to the sixth stage, “no knowledge” of Roger’s innovation attributes, to capture farmers who have never heard about the hermetic bags in Dormaa, Ghana (see pg.6).

6. Reviewer 1 also requested elaboration on cofounding variables which were not provided. This is addressed on pg.15 with an explanation of outside confounding variables that could have influenced farmers responses. 

7. Author does not address reviewer 1's question regarding farmers at stage 2 in the adoption process and how they heard about the bags and the comparison between the four communities (page 8 of review). – We did not intend to look at the adoption of the innovation based on the stages in the adoption process. Table 2 presents results for adopters and non-adopters for the four communities (see pg.11) and the Innovation decision process (our objective one) to identify where farmers are in the adoption of the hermetic bags. These results are presented in table 4, pg.13. We did not ask any question about how they became aware since that was outside the scope of the study. 

8. Author does not address the discrepancies in reviewer 1's questions regarding their data and tables. – Results and findings. The author had a note about table 4 (1st review) which reviewer #1 found discrepancies. This table is no longer in the paper. Table 5 (current document) was used to present the mean and SD of adopters and non-adopters, where indexes for each innovation attribute for all questions within the index were summed up to obtain the average of these indexes and results presented. 

We also took out tables 5-9 and replaced them with logistic regression. 

9. Review the methodology citation. - still needed.
The provided citations about the land area they are studying but not for what methodology they are using. - We have provided and added the research design (Ary et al., 2019) and included other citations.

9. Please explain how reviewer's 1 comments were addressed in regards to the data and tables.- Results/findings: Table 2 presents results for adopters and non-adopters for all four communities. Table 3 presents the results of adopters and non-adopters based on farm size (see pg. 16 of reviewer 1 comments). In conclusion, we replaced tables 5-9, which presented descriptive statistics data of innovation characteristics, with a logistic regression table presenting findings for the five innovation characteristics. 

Thank you
Authors






