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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. Abstract 
2. Introduction 
3. Tables 

1. Author failed to state his position on the issue and proffer suggestion in the 
abstract. Author should also start with the background on the issue at hand. 
 
2. In the last paragraph of the introduction, author should present the rationale, 
objectives, marginal contributions and organization of the paper. 
 
3. Although the information presented in the tables are imperative, author should 
resort to employing academic tables to present the information in more professional 
way.  
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
 

 
Author should consider reading the paper from the beginning to avoid unnecessary 
typos and improve the quality of the paper.  
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
In all, author exhibited fair knowledge of the study area and due justice in logical 
presentation of his/her arguments. 
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