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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 

 

In my opinion the design of the study should be 

interventional study (community setting) not cross 

sectional study. 

 

Authors are also recommended to explain in detail 

target/study population, sampling population, how 

did they have their respondents (sampling methods), 

sampling frame and sample size calculation. 

 

Contents and approaches of health education in this 

study should also be explained in detail; how it was 

formulated and platforms used to reach the target 

population. 

 

Mc Nemar test is the appropriate name, not 

McNemer’s chi square test. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

Contingency table is preferred compared to graph 

presented in Figure 1; the significance p should also be 

highlighted. 

 

Optional/General comments 

 

In general, the article has valuable content but its method 

need to be improved so that the conclusion is valid. 
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