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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the
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Compulsory REVISION comments In my own view, this study was prepared in a hurry why jettisoning most of the salient aspects of this study.
Starting with the abstract, brief results, discussion, and conclusion are conspicuously missing. Add a
recommendation emanating from the findings of this study at the tail end of the abstract.
In the introduction, it is important that author(s) present a more robust background information bothering on
the keywords in the title. Most of the references included in this study are old, it is expedient that author(s) add
more recent and relevant references. This section is too short. Please, kindly include the gap in knowledge that
this study is set to fill in literature using recent and relevant references here.
Please, rewrite the methodology section in a more comprehensive and understandable manner.
The results are not presented in a conventional way making the tables or figures follow the results. In this
study, there is no discussion section. His is conspicuously missing here. You are expected to critically and
empirically compare the results of the findings in this study with that of the previous studies in literature to
support or refute that of this study using recent and relevant references. This is missing in this manuscript.
Please, add some recommendations emanating from this study after the conclusion.
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