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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 1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

In the introduction before the last paragraph, please make a research analysis GAP that distinguishes
it from similar or previous research.

Please clarify the problem and purpose of the research.

In research methodology, Kindly focus more on the Winneba of Ghana region, as it is the population
of the study. no need to discuss other regions "Cape Coast in Ghana".

Kindly shorten the research methodology section to be concise and clear. Please take only the
important points.

please improve the conclusions so that the findings in the abstract and conclusions can be
consistent. The conclusion does not provide clear results obtained. impressed only in the form of
recommendations alone.

Minor REVISION comments

1. If you only use a calculator there is no need to say software. software is used if you use software that is
specific to a program (In research methodology).
2. It would be nice to add the indicators used in the questionnaire and assessment indicators (range of
assessment)
3. please include the DOI or link in the reference (if any). and please use more references of the last 10 years.
Optional/General comments
in general the article is good, coherent, and interesting
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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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