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Minor REVISION comments 
 

The paper needs only minor revision as follow: 1. The 
word ‘running’ primary health care-related ……..should be 
replaced by undergoing. 2. The sample size should have 
been based on the total number of eligible students rather 
than the total. Authors should state the number of eligible 
students from which 88 were selected, then the response 
rate will be higher and give the results better validity. 3. 
The actual p value associated with the Chi-square value 
should be stated rather than <0.05. 
 

Thank you for the review comments. 
 
We have revised that 
 
We would like to consider this research as a 
pilot study because we aimed to conduct a 
bigger (preferably a national study) in future. 
 
We wrote p-value <0.05 in situations where we 
were referring to more than one p-values 
 
Thank you for the review 
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