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 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 
 

the discussion of the result is a bit low. The author(s) could assign 
possible reasons that is accounting for the trend (results) obtained 
and compare it with regional situation or adjacent situation. There 
should be attribution of the results obtained to a scientific fact. The 
discussion should be situated in the context of contemporary 
literature. Then recommendation(s) can be given to revert the trend 
or prevent further deterioration of the current trend to ensure 
sustainable development of the region. 
 
 
The reference list should be strictly done according to the 
guidelines given to the authors. Consistency is required in the 
writing of the initials, commas and full stops in the reference list. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

The author (s) should read the manuscript again and correct some 
avoidable mistakes like spacing between words. Some words have been 
lumped together when they should be separated. 
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