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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 
 

a) Some few grammatical terms were used that need clarification (correction 
already made).  

b) Discussion was to long from line 185 -245 Please important finding should be 
discuss not the entire research work pertinent finding, interesting finding not 
talking about all the finding.  

c) Some of the figure does not add up to 443 the sample size please correct and 
recalculate. 

d) The repetition was too common because both the table and the discussion of 
the table are virtually the same why the repetition. 

e)  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Some area need clarification as already highlighted via the tract changes please take note   
Please let us reclasify, do it in the scientific method:  

a) Brief introduction... 
b)  Objective... 
c)  Method  and Setting  
d)  Results 
e) Conclution  

The study area was too long, stop wasting your time on this what is it done at your setting 
that is pertinent to your study …. Tertiary institution / or teaching hospital is enough …no 
body care about your registrars. Please be brief and specific   
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The author did a good research work and the basic setting was satisfactory, detail and  
clear. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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