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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) 
 

 
 
Cost-benefit analysis (CBA) is a tool designed to compare the costs of a project or 
programme with its benefits. A cost-benefit analysis is the process used to measure the 
benefit of a decision or taking action minus the costs associated with taking that action. It is 
normally used by large agencies when planning major projects or programmes.  In this 
context, the manuscript is important for scientific community. The present article is suitable 
for research. 
 
Yes, the title of the article is effective and suitable one. 
 
Yes, the abstract of the article is comprehensive. 
 
Subsections and structure of the manuscript are appropriate. 
 
I think the manuscript is scientifically correct. 
 
The references are sufficient and recent. But some minor corrections may be made in 
references 
 
 
Some minor mistakes have been given with red mark in the article attached herewith and 
Optional/General comments also. 
 
 

 

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

communications? 
 

 
 
Language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications. 
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
There are some minor errors. For some short terms/abbreviations used in the article need 
full form.  
Details are given in the bellow attachment with red marks. 
 
Reviewer’s comment 

1. Hallegatte, 2020 will be Hallegatte et al., 2020 
2. Aniah, 2019 will be Aniah et al., 2019 
3. Malik et al., 2010 should be included in the Reference Chapter 
4. Stern, 2007 should be included in the Reference Chapter. 
5. IPCC (2022), and Stern (2007) will be written as (IPCC, 2022), and (Stern , 2007)  and 

others also. 
6. The full form of the abbreviations SPSS, TShs, RWH, TZS, TC, TR, BAU, LU, TLU, HHD, 

exp (which have been indicated in the attachment with red mark) will be given in 1
st
 bracket 

for the first case. 
7. Shongwe et al., 2013 should be included in the Reference Chapter 
8.  ADB, 2013 should be included in the Reference Chapter. 
9.  ABSTRACT may be written as Abstract 

All references in different chapters of the article may be written as same manner. 
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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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