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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. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
No it is of general interest. 
 
Yes 
 
 
Yes 
 
Fairly 
 
Fairly 
 
 
References must be properly checked in putting in  any scientific article, their year, 
spellings and relevance. 
 
 
There are too many mistakes, which should be taken care off. 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
It is the duty of the author to check that there should be space between words, after comma or full 
point or & as in references or et al etc. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Rosen et al. (2002)not in references 
Safarinejad, 2013 not in references 
Safarinejad, 2006 not in text 
Shaeer et al., 2013 in text but Shaeer and Shaeer,  2013 in references 
McCabe et al. (2015) in text but McCabe et al. (2014) in references 
Mitchell, et al (2015) not in references 
Nunes, et al., 2012 in text but Nunes, & Webb (2012) in references 
Solomon, et al., 2013 in text but Solomon, A., Adegun, P.T., &Areo, P.O. (2019) in references 
Maio, 2019 in text but Maio, et al., 2019 in references 
Ayta et al., 2011, Kandrakondaet al. (2014), Ghalayiniet al., 2018, Cheng et al., 2017, et al., 2010; 
Shaeer et al., 2013 &Fatusi et al., 2016, Fajewonyomi et al., 2017, Mitchell, et al (2015, McCabe et 
al. (2015, Feldman, et al., 2010, Gupta, et al., 2011, Lamina, et al., 2011, Abu et al. (2013, 
Olamoyegun et al. (2020), Oladiji et al. (2013), Ugwumba et al. (2018), Asefa et al. (2019), Bolaji et 
al. (2016), Mutagaywa et al. (2014), Mekonnen et al. (2021), Than et al (2015), Olajubu et al. 
(2019), Abu et al. (2019) and Ezeude et al. (2020), Nyalile et al. (2020), Mekomen et al. (2021) 
 
Table 3: *Significant ????? 
Table 4showed: Space 
Table 5: partnerand: space 
Discussion: Osasona and Elimigba (2019) spelling difference in text and references (Osasona, S. 
O., &Ehimigbai) 
that Osasona and Elimigba: write year of publication in text, spelling too 
Oyelade et al (2015) in text but Oyelade et al (2016)  in references 
Than et al (2015) in text but Thang et al (2015)  in references 
Deribew et al. (2021) in text but not in references 
Mekomen et al. (2021) not in references 
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PART  2:  
 

 
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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