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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 
 

 
1.The references included are relevant for the subject under study, but are not current, 
show 4/28 (14%) references from the last 5 years.  
 
2. However, it would be important to describe the instrument used, what variables and how 
they were measured.  
 
 

 
1. These are the available references. I agree they are relevant 
 
 
2. Interviewer-administered questionnaire was used.  The questionnaire had  
three sections namely (A) Socio-demographic, (B) Waiting time , and (C) 
Attitude of Health workers. The variables elicited are as presented in the 
results section 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The reviewed manuscript reports quantitative, descriptive and cross-sectional study. The 
objectives of the manuscript are clearly enumerated. The references included are relevant 
for the subject under study, but are not current, show 4/28 (14%) references from the last 5 
years. There is strong concordance between the objectives and the methods used. The 
description of the methodology the description of the methodology was made in an 
adequate way. However, it would be important to describe the instrument used, what 
variables and how they were measured.  
The ethical issues were considered. The data set is complete, and the results are 
presented in detail. Figures and tables are precise and clear. The discussion correlates 
well with the presented data and takes the published literature into account. The 
manuscript presents the practical implications and limitations of the study.  
 
 

 
I agree 
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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) 
 
ethical issues were addressed 
 

 
 
 

 


