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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 topic of the paper is interesting especially the qualitative approach. 
However, it needs serious improvements. 

1. Make two separate sections one for the Introduction and one for your literature 
review 

2. In the Introduction describe briefly and clearly why you are writing the paper. 
Provide sufficient background information for the reader to understand and 
evaluate the approach. Give the rationale for the study and at the end add the 
structure of the paper. 

3. Make a separate section with your literature review. 
4. The results and discussion section has to be improved. In each of the subsection 

first Review the policies, next discuss the findings of the focus groups and give 
some quotes. Then discuss the findings of the key informants and give also some 
quotes. Some sections like 3.2 are well written but others are very poor. Lease write 
the quotes enclosed in quotation marks, and use italics 

5. Conclusions are very poor and implications of the study are missing 
6. References are not written consistently 
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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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