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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 
 

 The author needs to address the topic under study. 
As it is, the author has not contextualized the study. 

 The study is mixed up as the author jumps from one 
topic to another e.g. introduction (line 19) 
introduces economic development in China but 
jumps to new concept without linking them 
together.  

 Use problem citation (check line 63) 
 The author introduces migration but doesn’t 

provide more information e.g. line 74.. this mass 
migration without showing or leading the reader. 

 The study is more of Urbanization and 
industrialization.  

 The author concludes on infrastructure rather than 
migration and its effects on land and labour. 

 Generally, the author has the content but it id mixed 
up and it is confusing.  

 I find it hard to understand what exactly the author 
wants to study. It is not coming out in the study. 
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here in details) 
 
 

 
 
 

 
Reviewer Details: 
 
Name: Abraham K. Kisang 
Department, University & Country Kenyatta University,  Kenya 

 
 


