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 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 
 

The topic of your papers is interesting, but in order to be published still there are several 
aspects to be improved: 

1. What sampling method you used? When the research was conducted? Which was 
the structure of the questionanners/interviews? How you selected the 
respondents? 

All this aspects need to be mention in the methodology part.  
2. Table 1. All the responders are married? This is quite surprisingly  
3. For the respondents under 18 years old, did you get the acceptance of their 

parents/tutors to interview them? 
4. I recommend you to add more tables/figures to the results part. It will much easier 

for the readers to fallow the paper. 
5. In the results part I was expecting to find a dipper analysis. Are there any 

difference between male and female? For instance? I consider this kind of analysis 
comparing the  

Results based on the gender, education level would increase the value of your paper. 
Please mention the limits of your study, future research direction 
 
 
 
Ehical issue- 
I am concern about the fact that the authors interview people under 18 years. Did they 
have the accept of their parents/tutors? 
 
 
 
 

These comments were included in revised article. 
1. Sampling method revised 
2. Married become single (missed typing) 
3. Clearly explained 
4. Added some charts 
5. Commparation explanation revised 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Ethical issue: we have been exlpained in the artcle that we receieved the 
permition from their parents. This statement mentioned in part 

Minor REVISION comments 
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