
PART 2:
FINAL EVALUATOR’S comments on revised paper
(if any)

Authors’ response to final evaluator’s comments

The paper indicates seven references but only two
are mentioned in the text. There is a mention only
of the Census.  One wonders what portion of the
paper was derived from which literature and what
then belongs to authors themselves. It is also not
clear if the sources were not just mentioned when
nothing was derived from them.  Many scientific
researchers will be very reluctant to use this
paper as sources due to this gap. However, the
paper can be published as it contributes to the
creation of new insight on the field.

Topic: Is relevant, Abstract well written and the
paper well packaged except for the gaps indicated
above.

The paper now has seven references.
The newly added reference is census 2011.
The references are mentioned in the text.

Reference number Line number
1 43
2 57
3 82
4 101
5 183
6 184
7 204
8 205


