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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 title does not include the location of the study and specific target population 
The abstract does not give a background on what the study entails. Does not say 
which specific clinics (OPD or Antenatal or family planning clinics) participants were 
recruited from 
Problem analysis from the introduction does not link well with the aim of the study 
and the rationale did not come out clearly.  
It is unclear whether the attitude of providers were sought because it is stated in the 
Aim statement but not the title and not in the results 
In the methods, the study design, sampling method were not described. Outcome 
Variables being studied were not clearly defined 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
There are some few punctuations and construction of the sentences that would have 
to be corrected 
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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) 
 
The paper does not state whether ethical approval was given by any ethical 
review board before the study and whether participants consent were taken 
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