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Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 

 Do you think 206 people as a sample size is enough to draw a conclusion? In my 

opinion, this is very much below a representative number 

 I think that age alone as a criterion for selecting respondents is insufficient. 

 The reliability of the result must take into account other criteria such as the socio-

economic level or the educational level 

 A person's medical history greatly influences their decision. Criterion not considered 

in this study 

 The way of life of the elements of the sample (living in urban or rural areas) also 

influences the decision to conform to the standards or not. 

 Perhaps it would be better to insist on long-term collective health education 

alongside police repression as you suggest. 
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