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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
Abstract: Keywords, descriptors or mesh therms?
The Cochrane Library database was not used as a search source.

The systematic review recommends further search for grey literature (see PRISMA)

| suggest bringing GRADE (http://w ww.gradeworkinggroup.org/) to the synthesis of
the quality of the evidence obtained in case of meta-analysis.

-Keywords and MESH terms will be used based on the specific database.

- Cochrane Library and Google Scholar have been added to the revised
edition of this protocol

-The authors accept to further search grey literature especially theses and
dissertations and the review will be reported in accordance with the guidelines
of the Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic review and Meta-Analysis
Protocols (PRISMA-P).

The quality of papers will be assessed using the Mixed Methods Appraisal
Tool (MMAT) — Version 2011. The quality of meta-analysis will be assessed
using the GRADE tool http://w ww.gradeworkinggroup.org/

Minor REVISION comments
Figure 1 is unconfigured, Check!

If the inclusion of Trials, consider excluding studies without random allocation!

Citing in the methodology: conflicts of interest and sources of financing (if any)

RCTs are included and therefore studies without random allocation are
excluded.

Authors declare no conflict of interest. This study is a part of a larger PhD
study and funding is from University of KwaZulu-Natal, South Africa and
University for Development Study Ghana.

Optional/General comments

The PROSPERO registry gives credibility to the study. Congratulations.

Thanks
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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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