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Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

 

Study seems to be cross-sectional and does not show 

any significant relationship and correlation. I think 

there is a need for a control group to show the exact 

meaning of given results. 

I couldn’t find enough information about the study 

population.  I would like to know; haw many workers 

does such area have and how many of them were 

reached in this study? I would like to know the exact 

rate of reached population. 

 

 

The authors appreciate the reviewer’s 

comments and suggestion. But, here in this 

study it is totally out of scope to include 

significant relationship and correlation, and 

to show a control group for this time. We 

must incorporate his suggestion in our future 

research. 

Study population has been mentioned at line 

80 in page 3. The number of FGD participant 

has been provided in section 2.2 in page 4 
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