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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 
 

 
I have read the paper with great curiosity and found it very interesting. I appreciate your 
attempt on understanding KAP in Jharkhand through online survey. After reading the paper, 
I have noted the following comments/observations that you may consider to improve the 
manuscript.  
 

1. Although the author(s) put a commendable effort, the paper requires some 
language edits. The paper does not read well in many places and it should not be 
accepted in its current form. I suggest the author(s) get the manuscript edited by 
someone who excels in English language for this purpose.  

2. The introduction section looks a bit less elaborated. Authors may consider using the 
papers from Lancet series and other quality journals.  

3. The methodology and results section needs some improvement on what and how 
the research depicts the KAP in the study area. Less graphs and further inferential 
statistics may help improve the manuscript.  

4. The conclusion section should be revised explaining the summary and utility of the 
research aligning it to the policy intervention suggestions.  

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 

http://ditdo.in/jpri
http://peerreviewcentral.com/page/manuscript-withdrawal-policy


 

 Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)  

PART  2:  
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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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