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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 
 

- The manuscript requires serious proofreading. The use of punctuation was poor 
and this distorted the flow of reading and the meaning of the write-up. The results 
are confusing in the present state. This should be corrected and the manuscript 
resubmitted. 

- The methodology may not elicit all possible myths and misconceptions in the 
studied district. The use of a closed ended questionnaire limited the responses. 

- It is not clear how a sample representative of the district was obtained.  
- The authors claimed the calculated minimum sample size for this study is 100. 

Kindly provide the evidence. 
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Kindly check some comments in attached notes in the manuscript 
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