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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?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
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The abstract is not comprehensive and needs to be improved
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The manuscript is scientifically correct
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The way the citations are done is so poor, the authors need to review all the citations
in the text. Like full stops doesn’t appear before a citation, if you chose numbers as a
format of citation you do not need to use authors names unless at the beginning of
the statements, but if possible more relevant well cited contents can be added
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

majorly in past tense

The English needs to be improved slightly majorly tenses , since it's a review paper it should be
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Citation format need to be improved

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)

Reviewer Details:

Name:

Rwotonen |. Bob

Department, University & Country

Makerere University, Uganda

Created by: DR Checked by: PM

Approved by: MBM

Version: 1.7 (15-12-2022)




