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The abstract lack the implication of the study

Not appropriate under materials and methods | have not found data to be collected and
data analysis subsections and | have also not found Discussion subsection under Result
and Discussion part. There is also no conclusion part

This manuscript needs to be corrected i) The introduction lacks background, importance of
the study, problem statement & specific objectives ii) Materials and methods part lack
description of the study area, data to be collected and data analysis part iii) The study also
lack discussion iv) finally there is also no conclusion for the study, so, it should be re-written
again to make the paper scientifically sound.
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