Q)
SCIENCEDOMAIN international Py 7

www.sciencedomain.org

SDI Review Form 1.6

Journal Name: British Journal of Applied Science & Technology
Manuscript Number: 2015_BJAST_16885

Title of the Manuscript: Review of studies to identify common challenges militating against the attainment of health-related

Millennium Development Goals in rural Nigeria;

Type of the Article

General guideline for Peer Review process:

This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is
scientifically robust and technically sound.
To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link:

(http://www.sciencedomain.org/page.php?id=sdi-general-editorial-policy#Peer-Review-Guideline)

Created by: EA Checked by: ME Approved byECG Version: 1.6 (07-06-2013)



.bn,
SCIENCEDOMAIN international @G, 7

www.sciencedomain.org }
B

SDI Review Form 1.6

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

Minor REVISION comments A very important paper and timely, but there amasaninor corrections that
require attention of the author(s).

A. Title: reads “-------- rural Nigeria”, but in the body thhe work that
aspect is not reflected. Instead, states were oreediin the body of
the work; that need to be clarify (If he map irelib37-138 depicts
the area of study, then it has to be clarify batthe title and the
methodology)

B. Abstract:
I The period reviewed need to be stated.

. In the findings, only 79% (challenges) was givitegving the
other components of the challenges unstated. Sirgcpaper is
a review of articles, and the grading was basedoaiing, the
remaining 21% is significant and need to be meetibThe
search words in the methodology is not clear, thtba(s) need
to clarify that

M. Keywords: The omission of “rural” automatically changed thé
concept of the title. | think “rural” should be Inded

\1%4

C. Introduction:

i. Lines 20-33 is like a Repetition of the abstraatraduction,
methodology, findings etc. The order of arrangen®nbt relevant
since the subsequent sections highlighted therthelintroduction
commence straight without lines 20-33, that woldgénbeen better|.

i. Most of the statements are hanging and the paragliapmost cases
are short sentence paragraphs (for instance IB&93nd lines 40-
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43. These lines are supposed to be in a singlggh). The same
comment goes for some of the statements and pategia the
manuscript
iii. Line 48= “states chapter” should be state’s chaptetate chapters
iv.  The rationale of the work is not clearly stated #melstatement of
problem is not clear as well. If the author(s) baing these out in
the introduction, it will add beauty to the work

D. Methodology: Not quite satisfactory. For example:
i. the state in question (i.e the rural Nigeria) isclearly defined in
the background information or the study setting

ii. The method of analysis is applicable but not adteq&ince the data
was qualitative, the method used for the code-faalires of the
data is appropriate, but for those features ttehat code-able the
analysis is inappropriate. The author(s) need ¢wigde that in the
methodology.

iii. The findings: There are so many repetitions and pruesentation of
findings. For example: line 148 and 149: The breakdis thus; Out
of the 50 articles, sixteen (16) that is, 33% e&f #nticles attribute
leadership issues as impediment, ----- These statieneed to be
rephrased. There are other similar examples ifinldengs. Please
address them properly.

iv. Lines 149 -154: How did the author(s) arrived &ttthnge of figures
presented?

V. Lines 155-160: The basis for the selection of értbg out of eleven
is not justifiable

Vi. Line 163-165: The quotations were not referenced

Vii. Line 170-173: the definition of leadership needbéoproperly
presented and referenced.

viii. Same comment apply to definition of crises andetki@anation
given in the body of the work (lines 323-327 refers

iX. Lines 348-349 are repeated in lines 361-362

X. Lines 366-368. The reference 26 should be plateeaénd of the
statement and not in the beginning as presentece(samment for
some references in the findings and discussion).

Xi. Inaccessibility defined in lines 385-389 need tadferenced Line
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Xii.

xiii.

Xiv.

Vi.

Vii.

E.
So many issues on the referencing, but the coomestieeded are minor
Some of these include

397 not referenced
The framework stated in lines 399-401 need to begny presented
and the whole framework is not clear

The analysis of inaccessibility as a factor militgtagainst
achieving MDGs is not clear from the review presdniThe
author(s) need to expanciate more on that

There is no part of the result that explains theupar challenges of
the rural settings in Nigeria. This is probably do¢he way the rura
was introduced into the title. The author(s) shaxgdlain why and if
possible to broaden the search on the concept alehwhe scope o
the review.

Refer ences:

The list of reference is Author date while in tredi of the
manuscript majority of the references are Vancoawer few are
Harvard or APA style of referencing (for exampleeli188)

Most references were not properly cited in the bafhe work. In
some instances the reference are cited beforeothpletion of the
statement making it difficult to comprehend. (Exdenfines 51-53-
“Irrespective, of the fact that, (4) 51 quoted, émKoir the Deputy
Director UN system for lauding Nigeria of her impsere
performance, there are significant challenges. Hewg4) argued
that the successes achieved vary from state @ $at only that,
(5)

Line 63: same comment as (ii) above, and the wdedlares”
should be “declared” in the performance appraisal

Line 66 : same comment as (ii) above (there arerotferences
with similar problems)

Line 69-72 is not referenced. But | think the refare is the same
with the reference in line 68. If that should be tase, the
author(s), need to cite the references appropyiatel

Lines 75-95: Same problem as (ii). In addition, earfithe

statements need to be rephrased.
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viil. Line 118: same as (ii)

ix.  The pattern of the referencing in some sentences dot follow any
pattern (Example Line 323 “23 a psychology expert”

X.  Some of the references in the list of referencenateeomplete and
some are repeated (Example lines 135-138- sinc2 thferences is
by same author and different edition, the paged heée added

i. Line 579: The reference is incomplete

Optional /General comments
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