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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The manuscript is relevant to the community development agendas, and once it's realized, the social welfare services will be improved in the slum areas. As the study suggested it, the need for multi-track communication would be crucial to the welfare of slum areas.
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	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it has followed research principles and approaches, yet the method section needs to be more comprehensive
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions for additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	1. The reference is not sufficient to support the data
2. Some references are outdated by more than 20 years, and they need to be replaced

3. Some references are not in APA style of reference
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Either in UK English or USA English, the author needs to edit the whole work. I have made a few suggestions in the document for further references to improve the grammar and structure of the sentences, to make the flow of ideas very appealing
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	.


	PART  2: 



	
	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)


	


Reviewer details:

Meinrad Haule Lembuka, The Open University of Tanzania, Tanzania

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

