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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 

 

Line 9: Confirm whether the inmates age included 16 

year old, who should have been in Juvenile remand 

homes.  

Line 27: Replace the word criminals with in-mates as 

determining their criminal nature is beyond the scope of 

this study. 

Line 168: The Human Flea is not near extinction, nor is it 

in the list of the endangered species. Please correct the 

facts. 

Line 196 onward: Ensure that all the references in the 

text should be listed here. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

Lines 16-17: Consider revising the language. The subject 

matter is unclear. 

Line 61: Consider deleting “North west region of 

Cameroon” as it is already described in the area of study. 

Line 92: Delete “The prevalences were significantly 

different” as the statistics comparison among the 

different cell did not seem to have been done. 

Line 154: replace the word weeping. It doesn’t sound 

appropriate. 

 

Optional/General comments 

 

This is a very good manuscript. Congratulation for the 

good work. 
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