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his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 

1. In the discussion, it is necessary to explain the content of the planned teaching 
programmed on knowledge regarding management of pre-eclampsia among 
antenatal mothers in this study. 

2. A more detailed discussion is needed regarding the statement that  the planned 
teaching program was effective in gaining the knowledge regarding management 
of pre-eclampsia among antenatal mothers. 

3. The discussion should be further developed, how are the results of this study 
related to other research results that are similar or related to the topic in this 
research? 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
It would be better if the descriptive analysis data (age, place of residence, educational 
status, religion, family income, type of family, knowledge level, etc.) were tabulated in the 
form of a result table or presented in graphical form to make it easier to read and 
understand. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
This article is quite good and deserves to be published with several revisions that have 
been suggested by reviewers to become a better article and have high scientific value. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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