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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 
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The abstract need to show distributions of findings in the selected study area as well as the 
ranking score for major constraints. 
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The article is relevant and will contribute to existing body of knowledge. However, observations 
suggestions were made to improve the quality of the work. 
 
The methodology needs to be explicit to clearly present a picture of the methods used and the 
extent of the study location. This will help guide the readers to understand the scope and 
procedures used for data collection and analysis. 
 
A map showing the study area will add value. 
 
The result presentation need to clearly show the distribution of findings for the communities studied. 
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