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 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 
 

New references required consider 2010 – 2018 period. 
Consider using symbols. Write in full at first then abbreviations there after 
There is need for grammatical correction throughout the document. 
Writing style requires attention especially on using bullets on recommendations 
Tables and figures not numbered properly 
Tables and figures need to be enlarged adequately for visibility 

Referencing has been updated 
All tables and figures have been re-numbered 
Tables and figures enlarged 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
Authors may rejoin heading to include aspects of construction. 
Check the corrections on how to write headings for sub-paragraphs. 
 
 

Road construction has been integrated into the topic with adequate 
adjustments made to the sub-paragraphs.  
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