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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 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 

 ABSTRACT needs to capture entire study. What the author has presented at 
abstract and findinsg section differs. Did the author interview adolescent group?  
“The majority of adolescents (62.2%) reported the teacher as their source of 
information on HIV”. Methodology identifies teachers as the target population but 
now adolescent? 

 The author needs to reorganize the entire study because it is either the author 
hasn’t acknowledged sources or the study had been done before field survey… 
e.g. The role of the secondary school teachers was limited to providing conducting 
schedules for the adolescents to attend the GRSZ sessions with the trained 
coaches. 

 There is need to summarize the background and consider bringing out key 
information while ensuring the study problem or issue is clear.  

 Clarity is lacking in the study. Some sections are hanging and confuses the reader. 
e.g. By removing the teacher from participating actively in the GRSZ programs was 
hoped will enable controlled freedom… 

 What is the role of this….. “The aunties and uncles had a moral standing…” as 
used in the study. 

 The author talks of evaluation of perceptions at the METHODOLOGY... My 
question: What do the author wants to study? Conduct evaluation? 
e.g. “This study was an evaluation of the perceptions of secondary school teachers 
who were involved as enablers of GRSZ programs”.  This is confusing and doesn’t 
speak for the topic 

 On the SAMPLE, you are using expert guidelines but again you bring in your 
experience. Which technique did you use exactly? What do you mean by 18-24 
sample size? You need to show what this. 

 2.1.4…..; 2.2…..; …2.2.1…..  this needs to be combined and summarized but 
provide only key messages e.g. which tool, who to collect the data from and why 
such tools… 

 2.2.3… provide how data is managed and analysed. Some content falls under data 
collection procedures… 

 STUDY FINDINGS is often presented a summarized format. It is not about results 
from teachers interview or discussion of teachers interview. It you the author who is 
doing the study and it is your presentation. Formalize the findings. Also, present 
only key findings and you need to write something rather copy pasting 
respondent’s response.   

 CONCLUSSION. Please conclude only what has been observed and not what you 
think or read from other sources.  

 As it is, the findings, discussions and conclusion doesn’t speak or address the 
topic. I was expecting to see findings, discussion and conclusion of these 
variables: 

o Secondary School Teachers 
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o Grassroots Soccer 
o  as an Intervention Anti-HIV/AIDS Propagation Tool.. 

 What the author has presented is TEACHERS VS GRSZ programs IGNORING 
their role in Intervention Anti-HIV/AIDS Propagation Tool.. 

 
 

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) 
 
 

 
 
 

 


