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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 1. What type of study or paper is this? 1. The paper is an original research paper from my thesis.
2. The way the references were cited doesn’t conform with the authors 2. | have made the necessary corrections.
guidelines. Citations not indicated with reference number. 3. Noted and corrected.
3. Some of the grammars have to be refashioned. 4. Noted
4. The author/authors seem to do things their own way. 5. Yes, ethical approval was sought from Katsina Local Government
5. Was ethical approval sought? Council Chairman. Ward Councillors introduced the enumerators to
6. Was there an informed consent: not stated? respondents during the data collection exercise. Furthermore,
7. Findings and results?? Tautological? Commercial Motorcycles Association in Katsina Metropolis was also
contacted.

6. Yes, the consent of the respondents was sought. Respondents were
fully and adequately informed about the research, and were assured
that all the information they provided is for the purpose of the study
and their confidentiality is assured. Also, respondents were told that
they have right of refusal to participate in the survey, and can
withdraw at any point during the survey.

7. Noted and corrected.
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The authors did not follow the guidelines of the journal. Except this is a commentary.

| have gone through the guidelines and made all the necessary corrections.
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