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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The introduction seems an introduction in the place, but lacks coherence and justification of ideas and/or 
facts pertaining to the background of the study. The manuscript’s introduction is more of a result and 
discussion section than an introduction in its real sense. The author discussed the results of previous findings 
in the introduction instead of defending or refuting the main ideas of the different school of thoughts. This 
makes the introduction to lack some scientific soundness.  

Also, the geographical layout of the study (location of the study area) must not be part of the study’s 
background. The spatial delimitation of the study should be written under the M&M section. The background 
of the study or introduction should end with a clear problem statement and not the spatial delimitation as the 
case in this manuscript. 

At the level of the M&M section, even though the study is purely descriptive, the author should have explain 
in few lines how data collected was analysed in the study. The sampling procedure and data collection 
methods have been clearly written but the data analysis part is missing. 

The results and discussion section is well presented though. The data and/or information used in this study is 
gotten from household heads and other populations with little or no education. It deals with people’s 
perceptions and lacks scientifically proven facts. Therefore, the results of this study must be interpreted and 
used with a lot of caution.  
 

Minor revisions required especially at the introduction.  
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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