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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?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Arethe references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide
additional suggestions/comments)

The significance of this study for scholarly communities is not clearly spelled out.
This should be highlighted in the Introduction section. In addition, the introduction
should more clearly underscore the problem statement.

There are only three citations in the introduction. More scholarly works need to be
cited along with additional supportive arguments.

Data analysis part in the methodology section is completely missing.

“For a variety of reasons, it is not always clear that IDPs have good relations with the
populations in their host area” —this type of argument requires validation and
citation.

3.1.2. Socio-territorial integration of IDPs in the commune of Kaya - in this section
there are good findings, but those lack in-depth articulation of the findings.

The term ‘socio-territorial integration’ needs a lot more theoretical clarity at the
beginning. Then, the how are the findings from the interview align with those
existing theories or challenge those theories need to be well established. Currently,
the findings just present some percentages of this and that.

The interpretation of findings needs more clarity and stronger arguments. For
instance, when the researchers write “Because of their status as displaced persons,
most of them do not have access to informal employment , let alone formal
employment” this needs to be adequately explained.

Few citations are very old.

Minor REVISION comments

1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly

communications? Average

Optional/General comments
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