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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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

1) The title should contain the name of the study design. 
2) The title should also contain physician perceptions because it was the aim of the 
study. 
3) In the introduction section, line number 21, the author stated MANY STUDIES. 
However, the author cited only one reference. 
4) In the introduction section, the author cited the reference number 7 for two times 
i.e., in line 34 and 36. It may be enough to cite the reference in line 36 only. 
5) The author should report the validity of the questionnaire using Cronbach’s alpha 
value. 
6)Mention Institutional Review Board approval number if any. 
7) The median age in the results section (line number 142,143) should be reported 
with Interquartile range 
8)In Table1 and Table 2, instead of using the symbol%, name the word Percentage in 
the column. 
9) Organize the Table 5 properly 
10) In Table 9, do not abbreviate comfortable as CA, because standard abbreviations 
are to be used. Or otherwise the author should mention CA as comfortable as a 
footnote. 
11)The figures 2 and figures 3 should be mentioned in the results 
12) Name the x-axis and y-axis clearly in the Figure 2. 
13) The legend/caption in the figure 3 was not clearly mentioned. Correct it to make it 
understandable. 
14) Uniform Reference format should be followed for all the references in the 
references section. 
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