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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 
 

In the abstract section this sentence Please write main points of the research 
methodology applied should be removed as it is a construction for the authors. 
In methodology section: the last paragraph starting with Give adequate information 
to allow the experiment............................ to the end should be deleted as it a 
instructions for the authors. 
In result section: table 3 should be referred in the text headed as Attitude and 
practice toward Screening 
In discussion section: in last paragraph; what doses KAP and NGOs stand for?? It is 
better to provide the complete name and contraction between brackets  
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