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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 
 

The paper is a good contribution to a different research context in Burkina Faso. The empirical setting 
is very interesting because there are not so many publications on this application in this context, and it 
has a lot of interesting information. The research design is well developed, as much as the research 
gap.  In addition, please, find some comments to be addressed in this paper. 
Thus, the abstract should avoid sentences regarding the assumption that the reader knows where the 
experiment is taking place. Besides, the authors should pay attention to the study design description. 
In the introduction, the authors should avoid long texts with no paragraphs in terms of content and 
structure. Also, at the end of the introduction, the aim of the research should be the general one.  
Besides, this lack of definition is also on the conclusion chapter. The conclusion can only be developed 
when the Introduction is well developed and there must be a connection with it.  
Finally, there are several issues concerning the sentence structure and grammatical errors of the 
English throughout the document and I would suggest proper proofreading before resubmitting.  
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