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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) 
 

 
1. Yes, present country’s energy scenario and available resources for generation and 

future is important. 
 

1. Preferably  like,--------- Biomass Energy Prospects and Future in Uganda   

  -A review 

1. Some Technical aspects  be included as applicable to justify the situations and 
scope to uplift the situations to the better anticipation. Abstract be rewritten with 
strong relations of subject and contents used to publish 

 
 

1. No graphical data representation and images  in the entire work,  kindly consider  
 
 

1. Technical challenges and remedial were not discussed--- consider as applicable to 
make the article more concrete with subject titled. List of new and modern methods, 
revisions or techniques  to adopt were not mentioned 

2. No clear statistics of population, education, employment and un employments ... 
Details shall be added to strengthen. 

3. Standard of life and economic indices etc be used to justify.  
4. Add existing policy and support of Govt... and its status as on   ,  and updates or 

revisions as expected... 
 

1. References are ok 
 

 

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

communications? 
 

 
1. Language and comprehension used is very good  

 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

1. Suggested  to use block diagrams, graphs and charts as applicable 
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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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