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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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

TOPIC: Consider rephrasing the title to essentially capture the whole message in 
your write-ups. Suggestion: Effect of mobile phone Reminders and recalls on 
Childhood Vaccines Drop-out in Ebonyi Local Government Area, Nigeria. 
 

 PENTAVALENT VACCINES should be replaced with CHILDHOOD VACCINES. 
This is so because the basic childhood vaccines include not only pentavalent 
vaccines but others as contained in your write-up. 
 
Lines 48 and 49: Provide Reference 
 
Line 57: Check typographical error: It (li) is a cost effective………. 
 
Line 91: Should be 24-48h and not 48-24h 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Title rephrased. See lines 1-4 
 
 
 
Emphasis is on Pentavalent vaccines drop-out rate 
 
 
Correction done. See lines 48 and 49 
 
Correction done. See line 57 
 
Correction done. See line 91 
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