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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	Present  study attempts to determine knowledge, attitude and readiness of substance use prevention programs among secondary school teachers in Afikpo North and Edda south Local Government Areas of Ebonyi State. It raises an important public health issue which is crucial in present context. It will be helpful in designing strategies to prevent substance use among students. There are lot of implications and relevance of such studies as teachers have potential role. Although it lacks in some innovative findings. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Since opinions of teachers are being explored in the study rather than assessing readiness of programme, therefore  slight modified title seems more appropriate : KNOWLEDGE, ATTITUDE AND OPINIONS SECONDARY SCHOOL TEACHERS REGARDING READNIESS OF SUBSTANCE USE PREVENTION PROGRAMME IN AFIKPO NORTH AND SOUTH LOCAL GOVERNMENT AREA OF EBONYI STATE.


	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	Abstract seems to be incomplete to me with very brief mention of results on various components /objectives of the study. There are only generalized conclusions in terms of eg good knowledge, positive attitude ignoring main responses and scale used. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Manuscript may be modified /improved scientifically. 

· Introduction part should be written precisely reducing its content and specifying objectives in last paragraph clearly. 
· Research design should be improved. Sampling techniques should be correctly mentioned. It was not simple random sampling rather multi stage random sampling. There is no justification of selecting only two schools and only 100 teachers. Sample size should be justified. 

· Source of developing survey tools should be mentioned and validity of contents is a crucial part needs further elaboration mentioning statistical tools of its validity. 
· Results could have been presented better with results of four-point scale of Strongly Disagree (SD), Disagree (D), Agree (ASD), and Strongly Agree (SA), used. Use of means of codes as cut off values to draw conclusions Agree/Disagree is not justified and beyond my understandings. 
· Tables can be presented in more effective ways with clear mention of abbreviations and avoiding broad classifications Agre/Disagree. 
· The decision in last columns of tables Agree/Disagree based on mean values seems to be misleading. 
· Discussion and conclusions need through revisions in view of above-mentioned comments. 

· Detailed Recommendation presented should be précised and specific in agreement with findings of the study rather than generalized recommendations
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	Adequate and recent references are available. There is scope of further addition. 
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