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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	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.


	The subject matter is very relevant as it contributes to efforts to protect the health of the population. Such evaluations help to contribute to continuous improvement in the way the public health emergencies are responded to. Mostly, after situations are normalised, evaluations are needed to understand what was done well, what gaps existed, in a manner when there is no pressure or emergency 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The author(s) seems to present this manuscript title without making known the setting of the study specifically, hence the exclusion of the name of the college from the title. However, the abstract directly mentions the name.
Author should clarify and make amendments accordingly, whether or not the name of college be excluded entirely 
	

	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.


	The abstract fails to indicate how data was collected. That is, oral interviewer administered with transcription or self-administered or automated transcription

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, but needs to make some amendments as suggested in this review
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, but reference number 19 and 20 needs to be looked at. Same reference appearing to be 2
1. Kindly check the format for all references for uniformity- eg 
2. Clostridium perfringens - Food Safety. (2015, March 6). Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. 

HYPERLINK "https://www.cdc.gov/foodsafety/clostridium-perfingens.html" \h
https://www.cdc.gov/foodsafety/clostridium

HYPERLINK "https://www.cdc.gov/foodsafety/clostridium-perfingens.html" \h
-

HYPERLINK "https://www.cdc.gov/foodsafety/clostridium-perfingens.html" \h
perfingens.html
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Who are the authors for this publication referenced? Not clear

	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The language look clear
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The researcher mentions that a mixed method was used for this study. However, reading through the methods, it appears the study was purely qualitative. I suggest this is relooked at to provide clarity.
2. It is suggested that the author(s) provide a section under methods that operationally defines all the criteria used for the evaluation, viz relevance, coherence, effectiveness, efficiency, impact, and sustainability. This would make it clear to readers how the evaluation was done. (Operational definitions) Example: what indicators were used to evaluate relevance of the response efforts? Efficiency? Etc
3. A quote from the results section of the   manuscript
“The interpretation found in Table 1 indicates that most students became calm, and their anxiety about the effects of the outbreak was reduced…” 
However, it is not clear from Table 1 what the author directs readers to find. Can the author(s) clarify

4. The first paragraph of the conclusion section seems irrelevant and a repetition and may have to be deleted

5. The appears to be the use of different font sizes for the manuscripts. Authors should ensure consistent use of journal approved font style and size
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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