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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. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

The manuscript is important for the scientific community because it is a public health issue 
with social and scientific implications  
 
 
 
The title is suitable and the topic apt  
The abstract is not comprehensive. Important findings directly related to the objectives of 
the study should be highlighted statistically  
 
The subsections and the structure are appropriate  
 
The scientific procedure was followed in writing the manuscript however the purpose 
sampling adopted could not be very appropriate at the participants selection level  
 
The references mostly are older than five years and only two are within five years (2020 and 
2023). The author could have included many recent studies out there in the scientific space  
 
 

1. In the statistical analysis section, the author stated that the following inferential 
statistics would be used but failed to do so: Pearson Product Moment Co-efficient was 
used to test the association between the variables, while multiple regression analysis was 
used to test the joint and relative effect of the variables. All results were tested at a 0.05 
level of confidence. If the author cannot do as stated, he/she should delete that section  

2. Tables 3.3 and 5; the structure were Likert Scale type but the author applied simple 
percentages, no mean calculations for each variables was done and no average 
score in order to compare each variable mean with the average mean score  and to 
make judgement. However, simple percentages could suffice but that do not align 
very well with the table structure and implied scoring system   

3. Discussion was not very robost but mere citations of previous studies 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

Yes scholarly language were used  
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The topic is apt and the title concise. The main objective was clearly and smartly stated.   
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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) 
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