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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1. Lines 36 to 37 – References are not cited in that way. You are required to supply 
the first author’s surname only and et al. if they are more than two and then write 
them in full on the list. 

2. Line 42 – Do not put initials of authors in the text. 
3. Research area – A map is required to show the study area. You should therefore, 

provide it. 
4. Line 104 – Delete that dot at the beginning of the paragraph. 
5. Lines 181 to 184 – The formula for Food Security Index was written in two different 

ways. Which one did you use? Be specific and use one or make a good 
clarification if you mean both were applicable. 

6. Line 210 – (Table)...which Table? 
7. Line 215 – Table not properly labelled. No number. 
8. Line 218 – (Table). Which Table? 
9. Line 221 – Surname of the first author and et al. only are required. 
10. Line 228 – Table not numbered and no proper label. 
11. Line 263 – R2 not R2. 
12. Line 280 – Do not mention any figure in conclusion. 
13. Make sure you check the references carefully to ensure that all those cited in the 

text are on the list and vice versa.  
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