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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

(2014-AJEA-9743)
| have review the manuscript and convinced thanthauscript
has a value for publication in AJJAEES Journal, éesv, the
author/s should make a serious major refinementevtain
sections including the abstract, materials and austhand the
discussion before it can be accepted for publinat@elow are
my overall comments about the manuscript. Theections
and suggestions have been indicated (highlightedhe paper
(E-mail attachment).

Title

The title is short and straightforward.

Abstract

The objectives and motivation of the study are adetarly
defined in the abstract.

Put some figures to verify your findings.

Complete the abstract with the practical implicasicof your
findings.

Introduction

Professionally approached but the author must geowi cleal
definition of indigenous communication media (ICMjfferent
types of ICM, merits of ICM and its disadvantageEhere is
some inconsistencies
organizes the manuscript. For example, the foshde, size
and spacing is not the same.

Materials and Methods

L4

in the manner in which thehaaut

We agreed with comments on abstract a
we have included the practical implicatio
of the findings.

Most of the comments mentioned in
introduction have been addressed. We h

ave

included the advantages and disadvantages

of ICM.
On materials and methods: Most of what
the reviewer’s observed were in the
materials and material e.g interview
schedule was used

Results and discussion

We combined the results and discussion
together.

We have included hypotheses in the bod
of the work. We do not agreed with the
ideal of not reporting key informant
reports. It usually indicated that the
researcher actually reported what the
respondents said.

y
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This section was approached very cautiously; howdévere
were some few discrepancies. For example, the algmised
to designate latitudes and longitude is not corr&me of the
statements were made without supporting referencése
author did not clearly indicate on how did he/skeord and
manage the data before subijegtit to the statistical analysi
Was the interview conducted orally or it was in atten
questionnaire form? How was the respondents seleclbese
guestions need to be addresses especially foria stdy like
this.

Statistical analysis

Here | expected the author to analyze the influerfceocio-
economic (demographic) characteristics of the nedpnts on
the different types of indigenous communication rmeahich
were unearthed within the studied communitiesThe
descriptive statistics is not good enough to tell the whole
story.

Results and Discussion

Results: The results were presented in an understand
manner. Some of the figures that were mentioned ol
rounded off e.g. number of years of the respondeBtsme of
the table titles (Table 2, 3 and 4) are not clearae not
properly done. There are some few occasions wereebults

have been repeated. Is it necessary to quote wiel

respondents have said? Those quotes could haveulsednto

beef-up the discussion section. The most presssug is that

the results were not discussed at all.
Discussion: To start with, there is no discussion at all. e

lable

results were not discussed. Discussion is the mngsbrtant
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section of the study whereby the author explains tlad
mechanisms that might have influenced the restilteeostudy
and supporting his/her findings with relevant kiteres. By
doing this, he/she allows the reader to better rstaled the
argument and be able to see if the objectives efsthdy have
been met or not. Without a robust discussion nociaia
conclusions can be made out of the study. Thismseneed tqg
be attended to on a very serious note.
References

There are no consistencies in the citation of ezfees. In
many cases different font style and size were us&aime title
of the books and journals were written in italichile others
were written in bold. The last reference (Line7BIvas
indented while the rest of references were not.
Recommendation

My suggestion/recommendation is that the papeehemed to
the author for serious major revision.

Thanks and good luck to the author.

Kind regards
Dr. Nndamuleleni Romeo Murovhi

Minor REVISION
comments

Optional /General
comments
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