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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thettitle of the article suitable?
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3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
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The manuscript is important for scientific community especially in training local
communities on how they can improve their livelihoods.

The title is incomplete. The author needs to add information about what the study was
about and from which area.

The abstract is not comprehensive. It lacks the methodological part, conclusion part and
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