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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

The whole document requires reformatting. Currently, formatting is different in
different sections

Define terms used to determine Intimate partner violence (IPV). Define this at the
introduction section e.g. what is sexual abuse, psychological abuse etc

Alcohol and smoking were not included in IPV and yet it contributes a lot in abuse.
Indicate this as a limitation in the study.

Correction noted and effected in accordance with SDI paper template
Correction noted and effected

Correction noted and effected

Minor REVISION comments

| have indicated some minor revisions in track changes.

In the acknowledgement, there is need to determine those who contributed most
to this study e.g. the organizations that supported your study in terms of funds and
human resources

Use same method of referencing in the narrative

Correction noted and effected

Correction noted and effected

Correction noted and effected

Optional/General comments

Reduce the conclusion to key issues policy makers need to address and strategies
that could be put in place.

Correction noted and effected
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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)

Created by: EA Checked by: ME

Approved by: CEO

Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)




