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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
Abstract: write study design, sample, sampling techniques, place of study 
Introduction: justify problem, support with review relate with comfort measures by 
nurses and perspective of women too 
Methodology: validity and reliability of tool, data collection technique, sample size 
calculation, ethical consideration 
Discussion: discuss both  similarities and contradictories findings 
References: made URL available 
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Overall very good study 
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