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correct the manuscript and highlight that part in 
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Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

  

Minor REVISION comments 

 

Very minor comments but require the author (s) 

attention.  

Line 12 Abstract: Primary….were 

Space between words: lines 22, 66, 74, 124 & 255 

Delete“Only” in Lines 168,169, 174 & 233. Only is 

judgemental. 

Change “table” to Table in line 154, 189, 227, 231 & 

232. 

Done 

Optional/General comments 

 

Overall the manuscript is well written and addresses a key 

subject. My concerns are in terms of style APH 6th Edn or 

another style; mixed style where year in the source is 

bracketed or not bracketed. The study would have been 

more robust with more statistical tools in addition to the 

Yes/No. However, the author was able to capture the 

reviewers’ attention with excellent writing skills and 

therefore, the manuscript is worth public consumption. 

Also, the manuscript is technically sound. 

Noted 

Ethical issues in this manuscript Ethical issues in most studies on human subjects will 

always be there. However, seeking consent of subjects 

and abiding by the group data analysis and anonymity,  I 

cannot complain. I am sure the author (s) did take care of 

that. 

Yes 

Punctuations have also been taken care of. 

 


