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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 It would be ideal if quoted text would be removed and the meaning maintained
through an original sentence

Is something meant to fill lines 77-86, 149-156 and 172-183?

Preferibly Table 1 is not a direct copy from DePhillips, 2004. In the header Column1-
Column5 should be removed

The Data Collection section shoud include the ethics approval for this study and the
informed consent procedure as well as the inclusion and exclusion criteria used. A
list of the questions asked to gauge participant knowledge of TM and attitude would
be useful.

A comparison of results from this study with those of Agbaje & Babatunde, 2005
would substantiate the author’s claims

Figure 3 should not be enbedded in the text and should include a meaningful caption
Reference 12 needs the date of last access
The English language needs only slight improvements

We have made the correction and effected in the revised article

Ethical approval and consent have been given

OK noted

Amend in the manuscript

English has been improved adequetly

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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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)

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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