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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 
 

 
Good methodology and organization. 
The tables with the results are adequate but some graphics would make the results easier 
to understand. 
There is no real interpretation of the results, it’s only descriptive. 
There are some suggestions to improve the situation in Ghana, but a good justification of 
each one would be nice (maybe some references). 
Adequate references. 
 

 
1. I do agree 
2. I do not agree because the inclusion of graphics are optional and the 

results is clear in its current state. 
3. I do agree and the necessary changes have been made. 
4. I do not agree. 
5. I do agree. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
I found some small English mistakes and marked them in the paper (like in page 3). 
Some future work to follow the research would be nice. Something like “In X years we plan 
to ask again...” 
 
 

 
 

1. I do agree and the needed have been effected. 
2. I do agree but providing such statement is optional. 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
Good paper. 
 
 

 
 
I do agree 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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