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Introduction is spelled wrong in manuscript and in 
sect #63 beginning with Specific..... is not a 
complete sentence as well as #64. In #53 
knowledge is capitalized and should not be.  #53 
there should be an explanation as to what 
“inappropriate “” is. The Discussion portion 
should not just be a repeat of the findings to be a 
discussion section it should begin with line 285 
and all the information prior to this should not be 
the discussion. 

 

When these corrections are made it is a good 
qualitative study.  
 

Comments received from email 

 

The first four comments are accepted and 
corrected.  
Regarding the last comment,  
The discussion is not the repetition of prior 
information. As recommended in several 
literatures, the first paragraph of the 
discussion section was started by 
highlighting the key findings. From 2nd 
paragraph onwards, however, emphasis 
was given to compare our results with 
others report.  
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