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 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 title is misleading because this work was done in 

Enugu state which is one out of 5 state of S E Nigeria. 

The calibre of Health workers interviewed must be 

indicated. Were they midwives or registered nurses 

or public health nurses? This information helps to 

know the level of training of these workers. What is 

the validity of the interview schedule used as 

instrument? The conclusion concentrated on 

insecurity and failed to highlight the other factors 

contained in the introduction.   

Yes, Enugu State, Nigeria.  Corrected. Enugu State 

was excluded in the topic so as to reduce the 

word count of the Title.   

Socio-demographic characteristics of the 
Providers included. 
The researchers validated the study 
instrument. 
Noted and corrected. 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

The introduction need to be revisited for there are a lot of 

repetition and the problem not will stated. The study not 

really justified 

Noted, corrections made. 
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