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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. Recommendation should be included in the fourth paragraph of the abstract. 
2. Results of tested hypothesis should be displayed under result presentation 

on tables with the p-values. 
3. P-values for each hypothesis tested should be included in the third 

paragraph of the abstract 
4. Materials and methods should include the study population size 
5. Second paragraph of the abstract (materials and methods) should include 

the study population size, sampling technique, number of research 
questions answered and with what type of descriptive statistics as well as 
number of hypothesis answered and with what type of inferential statistics. 

6. Discussion of findings should cover the implication of results before 
comparism with previous studies. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Change all use of future tenses to past tense since the study has been done e.g (47) this 
study tends to investigate the therapeutic outcomes should be changed to this study 
investigated the therapeutic outcomes. 
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highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
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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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