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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 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   
Minor REVISION comments 
 

I think the work is good and OK. It just need some little corrections.  
1. The author should pay attention to some typographical errors in the paper, 

for example line 37, the author should remove the second close bracket and 
full stop. The author should also check line 92 the last bracket should be 
removed 

2. The author should also remove the initials of the cited authors in line 72, for 
example (Cai, F. and M. Wang, 2010) in accepted format (Cai and Wang, 2010) 

3. The author should check line 131 and include percentage symbol (%) to the 
number e.g. 128 (60%), 89(40%) and 96(46%) 

4. The figure did not need total proportion. The author should remove it from 
figure 1 and figure 2 

5. The author should also rework the reference section very well. For instance, 
it should be arranged alphabetically, the indent should also be observe 
where necessary in the reference section 

I have painstakingly effected the necessary corrections 

Optional/General comments This paper discusses one of the major issues in the study area. The work only needs minor 
corrections 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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