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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’'s comment

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)

Compulsory REVISION comments
This is an interesting topic. Here are some suggestions:

1. The introduction section clearly explains the background of the study area as well
as the population in question. However, it does not mention previous academic
research on the topic. Therefore a “Literature Review” section will be necessary and
it can be placed just after the introduction section.

2. The referencing styles need to be rectified

3. ltis necessary to move the recommendations which are in the introduction section
and create a recommendations section at the end of the manuscript.

Appreciate the feedback and suggestions. Corrections are highlighted
1. Some more review on earlier study has been added
2. Reference styles rectified as required

3. The recommendations in the introduction are placed in the conclusion
as recommendation

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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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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Created by: EA Checked by: ME Approved by: CEO Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)




