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What problem is the study trying to address? Which 

the previous studies on the subject matter are as 

indicated in your introduction and what gaps if any is 

the current study trying to fill? 

 

No objectives for the study. 

 

Methodology need to be re-written. What inform the 

selection of the 3 wards and sample size? 

 

Section 2.2 is at variant with its content. E.g model 
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It’s better to report the marginal values of your 

regression. 

No recommendations made in the main paper and I 

therefore find it curious for you to have that in your 

abstract.  
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