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PART 2:  

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

Good work. 

Discussion: I disagree with authors claim that quoting value during discussion is 

repetition of results or table content. 

 Authors should note that when presenting information to readers on prevalence or 

incidence rate without quoting value to establish authors claim; it is incomplete 

information. Also, it makes communication flow and it brings unity in research 

presentation. I suggest authors should add value to all prevalence rates. 

Authors should consider manuscript for other minor corrections 

Reference: et al., should be remove in reference. 

Authors appreciate comments of reviewer. 

Discussion: Values have been added on all prevalence rates as recommended by the 

reviewer 

Other minor typographical and grammatical errors have also been corrected throughout 

the text and we think that the manuscript is now better than the original. 

Reference: Authors have not removed the “et al” in references in accordance with the 

guidelines to authors for the journal style and recommend the guidelines for the reviewer’s 

perusal. The section on referencing style under the General guidelines for authors in the 

journal website stipulates that where there are many authors, the first six (6) authors 

should be listed followed by et al. 

 

 

 

 


