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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 
 

 
1. The methodology is grossly inadequate. See track changes. Please describe 

the dependent variables in the study (Knowledge and attitudes) 
2. Describe how the sample size of 305 was reached 
3. Despite the fact that, authors state in the abstract of some variables being 

significant (p-value <0.05) in the abstract. There is no indication of that in the 
results section of main text 

4. See more comments in the track changes file 

The methodology was enriched to capture the description of the variable in 
the revised version of the manuscript. 
 
The determination of sample size was included in the revised manuscript. 
 
The corrections were effected as suggested 

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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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

 
 
 

 
 


