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1. Abstract

This needs to be rewritten. Poor language and structure

Introduction (objectives)

Methods

Results

Implication

Conclusion

These broad areas should help

2. Introduction

The problem statement/research question is not clear
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citations

3. Methodology

Describe the study area indicating why it was selected for this study

4. Results/discussion

Since results and discussion are together. It is better to do the presentation under headings. Basically, discuss
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Research questions were not clearly stated hence difficult to follow (refer to Introduction). These questions can
even be the headings for the results and discussions
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