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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 presentation of the manuscript respects scientific norms 
and contains a lot of useful information. 
However, I have two observations; 
1.The sample size is small based on the information that the 
researcher intended to collect. Why was the providers’ 
opinion only limited to the heads of the institutions that were 
selected and not to a much larger group of individuals who 
provide care to patients in those institutions? My worry is 
that the opinions of heads of institutions might not 
necessarily reflect those of the ‘real’ health care providers. 

 2. The tables are followed by numerous quotations from 
health care providers. These could be limited to the 
essentials to make the article less poetic, concise but still 
scientific. 

 

Minor REVISION comments   

Optional/General comments 

 

 
Notwithstanding these limitations, if the editorial board 
considers the sample size acceptable the manuscript can be 
revised and considered for publication.  . 
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