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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
Line 138 – 146; The paper does not have 
methodology, the information in this section if just a 
description of the data. Use of excel and Google does 
not constitute methods.  The author needs to rework on 
this section, in other words the author should guide the 
future readers to understand if they were to replicate 
this study in other African or developing states. What 
method should be used? Why is this method preferred? 
 
Without a well explained methodology section this 
paper cannot qualify for publication in a scientific 
journal.   
 
Line 152 – 153; what are you comparing with to know it 
is on the high side? This need correction or citation.  
 
Line 203 – 204; You can't make such conclusion since 
this study does not have any causal/ impact effects.  
Where is this discussion coming from because this not 
your results? 
 
The whole paper need intensive editorial work, to 
improve the flow of ideas. There is need to remove the 
active language/ journalistic language   
 

 

Minor  REVISION comments 
 

 
Line 11 – 12; This sentence in not clear and the word 
unconnected is misplaced 
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The objective are not clear and the should be improved 
by clearly stating them  

Optional /General  comments 
 

 
The paper need more work, before it could be 
published. 
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