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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 
 

This manuscript most definitely falls within the 
niche of JOCAMR and their readers’ interest. 
Throughout the manuscript numerous spaces were 
left out – please insert them where necessary. 
Line 64: “…adults of more [older?] than…” 
Line 98: “concerned” [not entirely the correct word 
to use when the involvement of a nurse is 
described! May I suggest: “attentive”?] 
There are many smallish tables in the manuscript – 
is it at all possible to merge at least some of them? 
[Create a composite table or two?]. 
Line 195: “will lay” – is a certainty [if it is not, 
please rephrase]. 
Line 239: remove “current”. 

Line 64-corrected, 
Line 98-corrected 
Tables- Sorry sir, we kept the same tables 
without merging them because each table 
addresses a different perspective. 
Line 195-corrected 
Line 293-  "current" is deleted 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Please see previous comments. There is really very 
little to change. All aspects required in a well-planned 
study was adequately addressed. 

Thank you very much for your healthy 
comments and responses highlighted in Yellow 
in the main manuscript. 

Optional/General comments 
 

Dear Editor/ authors 
Thank you for the opportunity to review this well 
constructed manuscript. I sincerely enjoyed working 
through it.  

 

 
 
 
 


