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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 
 

The references are stated in the article not in a order, please number the references 
according to the order they appear in the article from introduction onwards. 
(I understand the references are ordered alphabetically, if this is the journal policy then 
that’s fine) 

References – corrected. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Line 16 – no need of proportions, only percentages are enough 
 
Line 93 – what lab method was used to do the serology in this study, it would be better if 
the method and the analyser is mentioned in the methods section. 
 

Line 16 - Removed proportions. 
 
Line 93 - Mentioned already. “ The most commonly used method for 
diagnosing dengue infection is an enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay 
(ELISA)”. Other laboratory techniques include RT-PCR.  

Optional/General comments 
 

Good article   
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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) 
 
 

Noted 

 


