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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 
 

 
Abstract 
-no clear objective indicated in Abstract 
-sample size is not indicated  
Introduction  
-There is no literature reviewed in the introduction part flooding condition of the world, the region then flooding condition overview in 
Floppiness  
  - no research gap is shown because it has no introduction of literature  
   -nothing is said about all condition of the flooding in the overall region of the country.  
     -short description of statement of the problem is not discussed  
Objective or Aim of the study  
Some of your objectives are unnecessary for instance objective 1 is background of the study area it cannot be your research objective  

I haven’t seen differences between objective 2 and 4 you can marge them  

Objective 5 and 6 can be under one objectives reason and remedial action  

Methodology  

This is not methodology but ethical consideration need to proceed research  

Methodology have to include 1, study area background, research approaches, sampling technique data collection methods method of data analysis 
etc….. but here nothing indicated under your methodology 
Generally, this paper has no methodological procedure as scientific research  
Sampling  
 
Under list 1’ (table 1) Is total population or sample population if it is sample population how you can handle these all? if it is sample population is 
the total population of each area? 

There is no data which is gathered from these respondents;  

Therefore: why you used these population?  

How you selected Your sampling? Nothing is said about sampling technique 

Method of data analysis   

What approach you used to analyses your data’; there is no method of data analysis  

Result  

There no discussion part for your results; even your result is simple report about the data in the tables  

Conclusion   

This manuscript has no conclusion  

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Definition of terms and miner editing  
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
For me as a reviewer, this paper is blow scientific researches because it is simple report of data  
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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