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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 general focus of the article is really interesting; anyway, authors should 
consider introducing some changes before publishing their article: 
 
TITLE. Please consider to change the title of the paper. It would be more accurate 
from the technical point of view:  “Knowledge, attitude and practices (KAP) about 
Coronavirus SARS-CoV-2 among general population. 
 
INTRODUCTION 
 

- It has been used an excessive number of “” symbols preceding 
paragraphs.  

- Moreover, an excessive number of paragraphs has been used in the 
introduction. 

- Please consider to produce a more consistent text by reducing the number 
of paragraphs and symbols. 

- Some expressions are not admitted in an technical publication. For instance, 
“The virus that causes COVID-19 is mainly”. The virus has its own scientific 
name: Coronavirus SARS-CoV-2 

 
METHODOLOGY  
-The description of methodology is poor and unspecific. Please, consider 
implementing a more thorough description of material and methods. 
-It must be mentioned clearly that the study is merely descriptive. 
 
RESULTS 
 
The results have been presented merely by tables and graphs but these results have 
not been described.  
Sometimes, the authors present the same result twice or more times. For example 
the information provided by table 2 is the same that graph 2. 
 
Discussion 
The discussion part of the article must be fully redacted according to the previously 
mentioned comments. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The redaction and grammar of the full article should be revised. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
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