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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 
 

 
- Results: the part from table 2 to figure3 is not a result of the study; it talks 

about the sampling characteristics. This part is to move in materials and 
methods to describe respondents. 

- The results of this study should be compared with findings of anterior 
studies. 

- Add a conclusion of the article. 
- Recommendations should be based on the study’s findings, should be 

practical and easy to be implemented. 

Noted and correction effected 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
- Avoid minor mistakes: samples, Line 3 in introduction: that materials. 

                                                   Line 6 parag 2 in study area and size: mush 
                                                   

Corrected in the revised manuscript 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 

- Try to compare the study’s finding to results of quantitative approach (data and 
statistics) 

 

The result of our study has been compared with findings from other similar 
studies. 
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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) 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 


