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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) 
 

 
 
The manuscript has very limited in scientific value.  
 
 
 
Yes. 
 
Yes. 
 
Moderately, but very superficial. Only formally, the text appears acceptably written, but there 
is little substance. 
 
Yes. 
 
Yes. 
 
 
 

 

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

communications? 
 

Yes. 
However, there are some linguistic errors that contrast sharply with how well the rest of the 
paper is written. Minor revisions of the following paragraphs is needed: 
 
E.g.:  
Uganda is a country in East Africa that boasts of rich biodiversity  
 
With creativity, there is no end depending on the observer and the artists himself no forgetting the 
time limitation where a contract or project has to stop. 
From the conclusions, very few Uganda’s have little knowledge about the benefits that the country 

at large can get from its fauna and flora. 
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The manuscript is interesting and creative. 
However, if the publisher so wishes, it may be published, as it is correctly written (mostly) and it is 
technically sound. 
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