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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 
 

Title  of the paper is too to broad, the author needs 
to narrow down to specific region, district or 
country for clarity and understanding. 
 
Abstract: 

- Objective 
- Problem statement 
- Sampling method (e.g. Random sampling, 

stratified sampling, purposive sampling or 
snow ball sampling) 

- Results (data in terms of figures) 
- Conclusion 

All the above bullet points should be part of the 
abstract which is very important. 
 
In line 21 you mentioned that, there was 
significance difference in your result at what leve l. 
 
Literature:  The literature is too scanty for such a 
research, dilate and expand more on the literature.  
 
Methodology: How did you collect your data and 
what was the data collection tools used, was it 
focus group discussion, interviews, key informants 
etc. 
Line 118-121:  Move it to methodology section and 
not in the result section. 
 
 
Conclusion: Make conclusion to your research 
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findings and make recommendations. What action 
do you think government should take? 

Minor  REVISION comments 
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