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Title: Its long need to be summarised. The author should avoid abbreviation e.g (The Effect 

of Experience on Performance by Primary Health Workers in Enugu State) 

Abstract: Avoid abbreviations...write PHCW in full 

Check grammar...”The study aimed at assessing the relationship between the performance 

and working experience......” 

Introduction: The sentence in line 29 -30 is incomplete. 

In text referencing in line 31 “Porkin” is Parkin in line 230?? 

Line 37 should read “Included having knowledge of prevailing.......” 

Line 54-55; sentence is grammatically wrong 

Line 65; WHO (??) state year 

Line 76; CHEWS, write in full its appearing in the in-text for the first time 

Line 81-83 ;The sentence is incomplete 

Line 87-88; Calabar and Ibadan (??) which year? 

Line 91-92; Akpola (2011), in References Its 2001?? 

Methodology:  

Line 98; The sentence is incomplete 

Line 99 and Line 100 we have LGA and L.G.A... recommend consistency 

Table 1: The author should explain why in his analysis the rows are not summing up to 302 

Table 2: The  Chisquare values are wrong ���.��,�� = 5.991� 
Thus the results given from Line 150-170 are not consistent. 

Is there a way that the two Tables can be condensed? 

Line 180; Akpala (2000) not referenced 

Line 190; The authors name is different from Line 216 
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The author should confirm that what has been cited in-text have been referenced 
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