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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 
 

 
Result has to be re-writing. Some many discussions under result not acceptable. 
A lot of repetitions Data analyses not discussed for example how many believed 
religion was helpful and how many believed information from internet was more 
helpful than information from health carers. To what extent was a coping mechanism 
better than the other in the study? The breakdown of the coping mechanism with 
explanations should not be under result. A table to grade the coping mechanisms 
would be more helpful. 
Many sort information from internet……but only 8 had formal education! 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Many words and sentences not relevant to the paper were used 
Too few sample size to make a statement. 
While writing the discussion, no need to personalize the study…statement like”it was not 
surprising to the researchers….”could be edited. 
Conclusion included few issues that were not in the body of article. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The result and discussion needs to be worked on.  
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
Patients’ first names were mention and the region of the study as well. It may 
be possible to link patients to the study. Patients could be given numbers to 
ensure privacy 
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