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Introduction: improve the justification of this study. 

 

Methodology: Sample size calculation. 

Descriptive study (and the test?) 

Ethical considerations 

 

Results: It’s not clear the association. 

 

Discussion: Improve 
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Ethical issue: Human Subject Research 

 

Introduction has been justified and study goals 

resynthesized. 

 

Sample size calculation mentioned in 

methodology. 

The authors declare that the research was 

approved by Ethical Review Committee of Bahria 

University. The statement of ethics is attached 

herewith. The research was questionnaire based 

and did not pose any harm to subjects. 

 

Chi-square test performed and relation with 

Education and socioeconomic level justified in 

discussion. No significant relation was seen with 

socioeconomic status that’s why it was not 

included in discussion. 

 

References edited according to journal’s 

guidelines 
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