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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 
 

It will be best if the abstract flows without any headings breaking it, The headings like aim, 
study design and so on is best removed. 
 
The  pearson table should be included so that the r and p value obatined can be seen. This 
is the core of the work as seen from the topic and aim of the stuidy. Other analysis are just 
additional 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Remove initials from citation in second to last paragraph in introduction 
 
It will be ideal if the sampling technique used in random selection is stated. E.g  if it was 
simple random, stratified, convienent or purposeful etc used 
 
Restructure items 3,4,6 and 8  to be more meaninful 
 
The ideal practice is to compare the item mean with a criterion mean of usually 2.5 which is 
the avaerage mean of the Likert Scale responses of SD, D, A SA. So any item that has a 
mean greater than 2.5 is accepted as a description of the study sample. 
 
It would be good if a short explanation is given on how  these low, medium and high 
categorization was arrived at in methodology section 
 
For a more robust work, discussion of results should be done in realtion to findings from 
previous works that either supports or negates the findings of this research. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The work was able to address the topic and the aim was basically addressed. Almost no 
grammatical and typing error. The research is good. However the revision comments when 
addressed will make it better. 
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PART  2:  
 

 
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) 
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