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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
No paragraphing in abstract and headlines. It should be single spacing all through, 
precise and synopsis of the research.  
Last paragraph 4. Is suppose to be, conclusion and recommendation as the text 
indicates and not only conclusion.  

- Paragraphing and headlines in abstract removed as proposed by 
other reviewers 

- Last paragraph (Line 273) – recommendation included as proposed. 
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Tables needs to be discussed orderly, e.g. discussion, table 1 and follows, as done in table 
1 and figure 9. 
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