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Minor REVISION comments 
 

 There are a lot of detail on study area. I did not 
understand correlation of these detail with this 
study. 

 What is relation of these references with your 
study : 7, 8, 11, 12 and 14    

 We tried to explain Sokoto where the 
study took place. Meanwhile we have 
reduced the details as observed 

 I think it  was an omission but 
Tuberculosis has been written as 
appropriate as one of those infections 
that was reported globally to exist 
among prisoners 

 
Optional/General comments 
 

This article usefully focuses on the spread of blood 
infection on part of society which usually get less 
attention comparison with rest of population     
 
Where ethical approve in this study?  
 

 The ethical approval is attached in the 
manuscript but the challenge is that 
the prison official approval based on 
the application made but did not state 
ethical approval on the approval letter 

 


