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FINAL EVALUATOR’S comments on revised paper (if any) Authors’ response to final evaluator’s comments

Major revision in methods, results and discussion essential

Abstract Line 22 — seroprevalence of anti HBc total and HBsAg is [not was] hijgh

among HCW's.

Line 42-44 here the author provides reference for high prevalence of HBV in Sudan
but forgets the need to be specific in which group of individuals it is noted, because
here the study is restricted to HCW'’s as shown in reference 11 which is appropriat

Figure 3.1, 3.5 and 3.6 can be clubbed into one showing population distribution and

prevalence of anti HBc total and HBsAg as one graph.

Demorgraphic variables and their significance can be represented as one table

Tests of probability for HBsAg and anit HBc total can be shown as one table
instead of two.

Reason for less number of doctors [15.6%)] participating in the study when
compared to other HCW'’s to be mentioned.

Line 107 health care workers cannot be designated as labour. So please use a better

term instead of it.

Data to be provided as table for results of anti HBc and HBsAg in various HCW'’s

it is the most significant aspect of the study.
Discussion

Line 162-165 Here the author states that high exposure rate to blood and body
fluids as the reason for high prevalence of HBV infection and carrier rates. H
one can imagine this, unless TYPE OF EXPOSURE which is an important

variable in the study design was included in the study [questionnaire] or not needs

to be confirmed first by the author. Therefore justification provided for high

prevalence of anti HBc and HBsAg; in particular geographical locations is not
sound enough to support the study. Relative evidence needs to be provided i
findings. The variables selected in the study design must support the findings

=)

Discussion should support findings. Hence the paper has to be thoroughly revised

with respect to the questionnaire and it is must for the author to submit it to the
editorial board for evaluating the article which | have already em@thsizny
previous remarks. Without which the study is incomplete.

Conclusion- here again the author needs to restrict to the prevalence rates instead of

going on recommending for vaccination and education, as the study does not
include the type of exposure in health care workers as a variable, which has
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resulted in high prevalence rates of HBV. Clarity on whether it is vertical

transmission [prenatal or perinatal] or horizontal is essential to recommend

preventive strategies.

Line 169- 171 the statement different demographic factors including [occupatjon]

has no statistical significance on the prevalence of high HBV rate in HC\&t¥s ne

to be revised and enough data to be provided on it. p values or not just enough.

There are different categories of HCW's, prevalence rates are influeptgokebof

exposure and vaccination status of health care workers.

Reference s -1 and 12 are same.

Reviewer Details:

Name: Sarwat Fatima

Department, University & Country Deccan college of medical sciences, Hyderabad, Telangana, India

Created by: EA Checked by: ME Approved by: CEO Version: 1.5%4ugust, 2012)




