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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 
 

1) Justification for the study was not stated 
2) Revise the sentence in lines 26-27 
3) If there are only four such schools in Ibadan, why did 

the author choose only three for the study. What is 
peculiar with the school left out 

4) What were the student populations, and class numbers, 
of the study schools 

5) Why did the author carry out the data collection during 
examination time, knowing fully well that data collection 
ought not to interfere with schedules of any study 
centre. 

6) The recruited number (88) of participants fell short of 
the calculated sample size of 117. Was it proper for the 
author to go ahead and analyse the data? 

7)  The author did not review the curriculum content of the 
studied schools. This is quite important in order to 
determine the exposure of the students to the study 
subject 

8) The author did not show the basic entry qualifications 
for the students of the schools/programmes. This is 
important in order to determine if the students should 
be compared. 

9) Use of purposive recruitment was improper. 
10) Why did the author not limit the study to final year 

students in order to ensure that all had been maximally 
exposed to the training curricula 

11) Comparison of the findings from this study with that of 
Reference 14 is wrong because the study populations 
were quite different 
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12)  The 4-point Likert scale should rather be 5-point, the 5
th

 
point being “don’t know”, which could have taken the 
place of “No response” in Table 1 

13) Why did the author not collect data on the religious 
affiliations of the participants? This is important 
because religion plays a part in beliefs and related 
variables in this study. Religion could be a confounder 
in this study. 
 
Please clarify the ethical issue: 

14) There was no Ethical Review Board approval for this 
study 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1) Revise the p-value in line 143 
2) Revise Reference 5 

 

Optional/General comments Carry out a general grammar revision  
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