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Confidential comments

Generally this seems to be good work. I am not an expert in and do not read Food Policy or other related Journals in this area, so I am not aware if this work is covered in other publications. I am an expert in geographical analysis and some of the tools and techniques applied in this work are novel, interesting and widely applicable.  I am not aware of this work being published in this domain, but it is a vast area and I expect it will appear somewhere…

Recommendation

3.
The paper should be returned for revision (please give   
_______________


details in your report) and then resubmitted for review.

Food Policy







Ref:

Comments for the author(s)

1. Is there enough original material in the paper to warrant publication?

Yes, if the application to study Ecuador is not yet published.
2.
Does the paper make clear links into food policy debates of international interest?

3. Are there flaws in its empirical basis or theoretical reasoning?

I would argue on some points, but there is nothing drastically fundamentally wrong so long as we agree that this is ‘exploratory’ and not ‘explanatory’.
4. Are there errors in mathematics, calculations, units, etc?

See track changed in document.
5. Are the terminology, nomenclature, and units correct?

See track changed in document.

6. Is the order of presentation logical?

Yes, although in places it is a bit mixed up.
7. Should any parts be expanded or condensed?  Give details.

Sections 2.1 should either be expanded to give a brief overview of small area estimation methods or got rid of.  The method used in this work does need outlining though.

I would argue that Sections 4 and 5 should be condensed and I am not convinced that all the figures linked are necessary.
8. Does the paper read well?

OK
9. Are the title and abstract adequate?

This is a more ‘exploratory’ rather than ‘explanatory’ work. This should be reflected in the title.
10. Are the figures and tables necessary, satisfactory and correctly labelled?

See 7
11.
Are the references appropriate and free from obvious omissions?

There are omissions
General comments (continue on a separate sheet if necessary)

Generally this seems to be good work. I am not an expert in and do not read Food Policy or other related Journals in this area, so I am not aware if this work is covered in other publications. I am an expert in geographical analysis and some of the tools and techniques applied in this work are novel, interesting and widely applicable.  I am not aware of this work being published in the GIS domain, but it is a vast area and I expect it will appear somewhere…

Did you develop a spatial microsimulation model to generate a household level data set which was then aggregated to small areas? If so you should refer to the relevant literature on this and use terminology. If not then I argue that the question of why not needs to be addressed.
Food deserts and location and allocation of food supply (in more developed countries) have been analysed using spatial interaction models.
I hope this review helps you get this work published.

Best wishes.
