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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the article. 3
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The title is not adequate.

The study did not demonstrate a significant correlation between “adequate WASH services” and
“healthy living.”

2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and results. 1
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4. The study methods are explained clearly. 3
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Authors should clearly report the study design and analytical approaches/techniques they used under
Methods.
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content.

(Please insert your comments)

Under Conclusions authors stated: “This paper has established that adequate WASH services are of
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1. The authors should clearly identify the main section sin the Abstract: Methods, Results,
Conclusions, etc.

2. Authors should clearly report the study design and analytical approaches/techniques they used
under Methods.

3. Conclusion implies a correlation between “adequate WASH services” and “healthy living”
which was not clearly established from the analysis performed and results.

4. Tables and results should be reported using the APA format.
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