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his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 

1. The summary results must contain all the data raised, it was 
limited 

2. In materials and methods, describe inclusion and exclusion 
criteria. 

3. In the materials and methods, place the authorization protocol of 
the Ethics Committee for carrying out the research. 

4. In the materials and methods, how many questions were applied 
in the form, how were these professionals approached? 

5. Placing the percentages in the graphs makes it easier to 
understand 

6. Standardize the presentation of graphics 
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1. You can take Table 1 and include the information within the text.  
2. Increase discussion of work 
3. Are health professionals from a single workplace? Improve this 

contextualization 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
Ethics Committee authority protocol is missing 
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