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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

The method described is not qualitative study.
Introduction is very poor, stamen of problem not
stated and no justification of study. It appears the
author is not conversant with qualitative study
methodology.

All these have been captured in the
introductory section now. The issue of
qualitative study methodology has been
resolved in the title of the study. It was an over
sight, the study was a quantitative study.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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