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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 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 
 

 
1- The title of the article clearly reflects its content. 
2- The abstract is well written and clear. 
3- The researcher follows the styles of methodology according to the scientific  
     principles. 
4- In the materials and methods no references were mentioned. 
5- The article is weak, but it is written clearly and easily for the reader, and there  
     are no misspellings. 
5- The research did not include a scientific addition to the field of specialization. 
 

 
 
 
All corrections recommended by the Reviewer have been done. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1- The objective of the study is incomplete.  
2- The researcher did not mention the type of statistical analysis used in the  
     Research.  
3- In the discussion in the fifth line, the word (effect) was repeated. 
 

 
 
Noted.  

Optional/General comments 
 

 
1- References are not arranged alphabetically. 
2- The references Aleruchi et al.2019, American Public Health  
    Association (APHA), 2012, and Atlas RM (1984) not found in the text. 
3- The reference Atlas, 1981 not fond in the list of references.   
 

 
 
The references you listed are in the text.  
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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