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PART 1: Review Comments

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

Abstract: This part should be written under the sub headings of Back ground, objective,
method, result and Conclusion. Avoid abbreviations like Al here (better to write it with
expanded forms as use of abbreviation under abstract part is not recommended).
Introduction: There are reference citation problems (better to cite references in order like,
1,2,3), there are repetition of references under this part which is not supported in principle. Try
to show us the gaps which made you plan to carry out research on this area. Furthermore, you
are supposed to include the importance of conducting this research to the community, the
ways you are narrowing those gaps.

Methodology: in addition to the information included here, you should elaborate about area of
study, period, design, population, sample size, sampling technique, tools you used to collect
the data, analysis and data interpretation, data quality management you followed to control,
Ethical issue etc.

Result and Discussion: | have not seen any result and discussion parts. With out depicting
detail of your finding clearly, how you come up with conclusion? You are researcher, so that
you should show us some findings which again are compared with other studies. But | found
nothing.

Conclusion: Try to conclude based on your specific objectives you were aiming to perform.
You should also add recommendation parts and limitations to make your research complete.

References: you cited only half of your listed references. You include many references but,

Revised

Okay

Noted

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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