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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 
 

 
Comment from reviewer 
Title of Manuscript: Not well written 

1. Recommended to include Year of the study 
 

Abstract: Not well written 
1. Introduction: No need to highlighted too much of literature in Abstract  
2. Method section: suppose is the “Cross sectional study” and suggested 
to date of data collection, sample size, instruments used and cut-off for 
knowledge/practices. 
3. Finding: Suggested to highlighted the important finding and socio-
demography findings not consider important. 
4. Conclusion is missing, please add. 
 

Introduction: Not well written 
1. The explaination in first paragraph too long, suggest to summarize by 
half? 
2. Suggest to include knowledge and practice literature in the introduction 
section to substantiate the need to conduct this study. 
3. Please clarify this statement “in the College of Health Sciences, Niger 
Delta University, it is observed that some females suffer from pelvic 
inflammatory disease”. 
 

Method Not well written 
1. The “cross sectional” is the correct term instead of descriptive design 
2. No need to describe this design in depth. The term Cross sectional will 
do. 
3. Please clarify which sampling technique used? convenience or random? 
4. No need to explain in detailed the instruments theory and recommended 
to highlighted whether the instruments is validated or not?. The instruments 
should be validated if first time developed by researcher. 
 
 

Results: Not well written 
1. Please clarify how to assess the knowledge or practices ? any cut-off 
value for Low or high ? 
 

Discussion: Not well written 
1. The discussion section should be the discuss of the findings and not 
repeated the findings of the study. 
2. Recommended not to include the findings of the study in discussion 
section. 
Conclusion Recommendation Not well written 
1. Please compare with your problem statement in the Introduction. Look 
like it is contradicted between each other 
2. Please clarify why wearing condom and not other is your 
recommendation? 
3. Recommended to include the ethical approval ID number in this section 

 
References:Not well written 

1. The reference must follow the index medicus style of reference writing. 
(refer on how to write abbrevation for journal) 
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Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

  

 
 
PART  2:  
 

 
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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