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Compulsory REVISION comments

Thanks the authors for conducting this study, and writing out the protocol.

How is the sample size of 100 determined? Please list out the calculation to achieve
adequate power for this study.

Also, please list out the assumption behind the calculation, and the expected default
rate (affecting post-test analysis), or rejection rate (on pre-test analysis)

It would be better to list out the statistical tests to be used under the section of
statistical analysis.

Minor REVISION comments

There are some grammatical mistakes:

Page 4 line 18, “used” instead of “use” for: A purposive sampling technique will be use.

Line 21-23 should be 2 sentences instead of one, some punctuation marks are missing:
Investigator will take permission from the concern authority of the selected hospital and then
she will approach to the sample she will introduce herself and inform them about the nature
of the study so as to ensure better co-operation during the data collection

Page 5 line 2, 7" instead of 7” for: Post test will administer with the same guestionnaire on 7"
day.

Page 7 line 15, “to” instead of “ti” should be used.

Optional/General comments

References cited multiple internet resources e.g. wikipaedia, instead of scientific
publications.
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