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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

The literature review is very poor. Further support is needed with the findings
of various studies on the subject under investigation.
There are no research questions that need to be added and it should be clear.

The Methodology is vague and raises many questions. The author needs to
clarify what does he mean by "descriptive survey research design" in relation
to the quantitative elements required in this design.

In qualitative research, the results are not generalized ("were purposively
selected from across the ten provinces of Zambia so that the findings could be
generalized"), therefore this should be corrected.

The thematic analysis reported to have been used is not supported. The
author should clarify, which author's thematic analysis were used (e.g. Brown
& Clarke, 2006,. Using thematic analysis in psychology. Qualitative research in
psychology, 3 (2), 77-101., Bryman, Willing).

To be considered that themes are not used to answer the research questions
("Four main themes were used to answer the research questions"), but
emerge from the data as final results that answer the r.q.

A more detailed report, should be used, on how exactly was the thematic
analysis done: How many codes were given etc.

The themes, to be given as "findings".
Finally, should be clarified how the validity and reliability of the research was
checked (eg The Research Audit Trial - Enhancing Trustworthiness in

Qualitative Inquiry, member validation).

In the discussion, should be omited the wish lists and make an explicit
reference to whether or not the findings are in line with other research.

Finally, suggestions for future research should be added.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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