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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 aim of the study should include the assessment of practice as in the title 
 
In The tool for data collection must be write the authors for these tools 
Need to added the scoring system for tools of data collection  
The tools for data collection need some clarifications 
The Methodology needs validity and reliability  
 
 
 
 
The results need table for the relationship between knowledge, practice and attitude 
 

 
The has been corrected in the abstract. 
 
The sources of the tool for data collection have been cited and 
modification highlighted (lines 108-118). It has also been spelt out that 
the tool was pretested. A scoring system has been mentioned as well 
(LINES 126-131). These precisions which were not initially mentioned 
have been incorporated at the level of the methodology to increase 
validity and reliability. 
 
 
Dear reviewer, thanks for this suggestion. However, most KAP studies 
are mainly descriptive. We have integrated a comparative analysis of 
female and male students as regards certain variables.  We find it 
difficult to conceive a table that shows a relationship between 
knowledge, practice and attitude. You might be a source of inspiration. 
Please see attached file (Table 6) whether it means your expectations. 
We appreciate your valuable contributions. 
 
Kind regards. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 

 
 


