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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Title: 
Please add the name of country at the end of title. 
Abstract: 
1- Add country name at the end of Background where you talk about the aim of study. 
2- Give more information about one of the inclusion or exclusion criteria OR the self-
administrated questionnaire in the methodology section. 
3- Please write about ethical approval in the methodology section.  
4- Write the testes were used to analysis the data.  
Keywords: 
Add the country name  
Introduction: 
1- Use only one reference style. See line 40 and 43. There are two styles of referencing.  
2- If you use same references continuously it is better to just cite one time. So you can 
remove reference 2 in line 45 and also reference 4 in line 55. 
Methodology: 
1- Please make short the ‘Stud area”. It is too long.  
2- Please add reference in the “study design” for those who are 15-24 years old as youth.  
3- Make short the “sampling method”. 
4- “Data collection/Procedure” is mostly about data analysis. Here it is better to talk about 
how you have collect data. 
5- Limitations should move to end of discussion. 
Results: 
1- Please remove number 4 from the title of all tables. Table 1, 2, 3.. 
2- Result section should be shorter and the number of tables should reduce. 
Discussion: 
This section is short and you didn’t discuss the findings of your study with other relevant 
studies. 

 I have worked hard to make corrections to the necessary comments. I will 
sincerely and humbly  accept your candid suggestions, inputs and more 
comments to improve and publish my manuscript in your reputable journal. 
Thanks to the reviewers and the editorial  team. 
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