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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)

Compulsory REVISION
comments

| find that this manuscript is interesting and the content is
important information. However, | have some comments.

INTRODUCTION.

Line 41. | lack a reference.

MATERIALS AND METHODS.

I think that the presentation of data sometimes can be
reorganized. The sample size is presented four times in the
manuscript, and | do not think that this is necessary. All
abbreviations should be explained the first time that these are
written. This is not the case for abbreviations such as ANC and
PCV.

Line 185. What type of validation did the expert panel? Face
validity, content validity...?

RESULTS.

Line 204, 206 and 210. The prevalence is confirmed as higher,
but there is no significant difference. | think that this needs to be
explained, because in my opinion there is no difference if there is
no significance.

DISCUSSION.

Line 279-280. | think that this statement needs to be explained.
Why is this information important?

Minor REVISION comments

Optional /General comments
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