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

I still insist on the study area issue, so I refer you back to the initial comment I made on the 

study area and what need to be there. For your information spatial distribution is better 

explained by a choropleth map instead of verbal description. In addition, geographic location 

goes beyond naming, it is basically shown by coordinates and a study area map.  

It mandatory for the base map of the focused area to by shown especially in this case were 

your cluster map in your analysis is explicit. Show the spatial distribution of the disease then 

one will be able to determine and understand your result better.  

The LISA map in Fig. 2 is showing significant level at 0.05 maximum, which is 95%, I still 

wonder why you are using 5% level of significant. Come to think of it, why would an empirical 

analysis of human health adopt 5% significant level? Confirming from your Statistical Tables, I 

believe the author is missing up or confusing 95% for 5%. Please, I suggest the author 

research more on alpha value from basic statistical text. 0.05 is equivalent to 95%; 0.001 is 

equivalent to 99% etc.  
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