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There is need to include recommendations in the abstract in order to make it complete, on goals
of the study, you can use the term *” objectives’” of the study instead of “” Goal’”. Objectives are
more specific compared to goals which are general. Table 1 seem to be misplaced. If it represents
target population, then no need of adding other categories of respondents who are not part of the
target population. Table 2 also seem to be misplaced. The content in the CFA PATH diagram is
not clear, need to increase the font. There is need to number the subheading under the results
section e.g. 4.1, 4.2, 4.3. It’s easy to follow that way. No need to have citations in the conclusion
since they are already been discussed under the results section
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Check the sequential organization of the thought process and grammar. Need also
to ensure there is proper numbering of subheadings in the entire document. The
paper is good and useful to guide in policies especially geared towards promoting
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