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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)

Compulsory REVISION comments

The language expression is unclear. There are too
many incomplete sentences and many other
sentences with poorly expressed ideas. The author
should simple sentences that clearly depict his
thoughts.

Similarly, many citations are poorly located in
sentences, making it difficult to tell which idea is
being cited.

I thought given, the comments were similar with
that of other reviewers comment, there was no
need repeating same.

However, | have been able to rephrase the
ideas, the sentences were proof read and
completed.

The citations were placed appropriately in

the entire manuscript.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional /General comments

Created by: EA Checked by: ME Approved by: CEO

Version: 1.6 (07-06-2013)




