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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 
 

 
Good short article very much fit for publication by JEAI. However, some adjustments and 
additions need to be done on the paper to make it fit for publication.  
 
First and foremost, the material and methods section should be sub-divided into sub-
sections to ease comprehension i.e. sub-sections should include location of study area, 
data collection procedure, and data analysis procedure. 
 
Equally the results and discussion section should be subdivided into sub-sections 
following the objectives of the study. This will go a long way to ease comprehension. 
 
Last but not the least more research works that fall in line with the subject matter of the 
paper should be sought for and used in discussing the findings of the paper. This will give 
the paper more relevance and scientific backing. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Good short article very much fit for publication by JEAI. However, the aforementioned comments 
and evaluations should be integrated in the study before the paper is considered for publication. 
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