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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

In Abstract : objectives can be combined and write general objectives
Conclusion is not written in terms of effectiveness of SIM, lots of

sentences formation mistakes...kindly relook

Keywords: add effectiveness, Knowledge, SIM

In Result Section:

In Table 1: In Age variable... percentage is not calculated rightly sototal should come
out to be 100%

Table 2: As you mentioned in research article that minimum score was 2 but when i see
your range score in poor level of knowledge... it is 1-5....kindly check and correct it.
Table 3.. As you mentioned in research article that minimum score was 9 but when i see
your range score in poor level of knowledge... it is 1-5....kindly check and correct it.
Why you calculated Standard deviation along with mean difference.... remove standard
deviation only write mean difference .....standard deviation always write along with
mean which you already mentioned.

In conclusion : Rewrite the conclusion ....as the nutshell of your study....donot use
word degree of knowledge...appropriate term is level of knowledge.

Minor REVISION comments

In material and Methods: in First line , sentence formation is not ok...research design
need to relook.

Optional/General comments

ANALYSIS OF ASSOCIATION IS NOT DONE AS YOU MENTIONED IN research
abstract...so add analysis or table
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