
SDI FINAL EVALUATION FORM 1.1

Created by: EA Checked by: ME Approved by: CEO Version: 1.5 (4th August, 2012)

PART 1:
Journal Name: Asian Journal of Advanced Research and Reports
Manuscript Number: Ms_AJARR_43019
Title of the Manuscript: Assessment of off-season water supply situation: The case of Abetifi in the Kwahu-East District of

Ghana.
Type of  Article:

Original Research Article

PART 2:
FINAL EVALUATOR’S comments on revised paper (if any) Authors’ response to final evaluator’s comments

1. The authors have tried their best but not yet sufficient. Some of the queries
raised were attended to but some were not attended to. For instance,
Numbers 5, 6, 7and 8 were not responded to. The objectives set were not
clear and even confusion of the target of the research.

2. 2. There is no application of any inferential statistics in the work thus there is
no room for independent and objective judgement. Even though, the
reviewer queried the application of chi square statistic in the first instance
because the authors did not justify its use. The reviewer has not said that the
chi square be removed totally but only needs to be justified why any other
statistic was not preferred.

3. The author needs to explain the way he has achieved the set objectives. For
instance, how did you determine the accessibility of the resource
[Descriptive statistics used here are not sufficient to make scientific
conclusion]. [You may read the works of Sullivan [(2002), Ogunbode and
Ifabiyi (2017)] and a host of other literatures available online.

4. In addition, it is unscientific to base your investigation on water quality on
your perception. The authors need to take the samples of such water source
to laboratory for quality assessments which is absolutely missing here.
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