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Compulsory REVISION 

comments 

 

This study involved aspects of Epidemiology, Microbiology and 
hospital infection control. The manuscript is regular and important 
for microbiology researchers and Publics Health and Hospital 
managers, although there are some errors to be corrected and 
suggestions to be done.  
 

1. One of the keywords used do not follow any index 
descriptors in public health, as BIREME, MeSH, NLM or 
UMLS (eg. “water logging”), and it should be changed.  

2. The title of the manuscript could add the country of study 
(Ex: “PREVALENCE OF LEPTOSPIROSIS 
INFECTIONS AMONG ACUTE FEBRILE PATIENTS 
IN LAKHIMPUR AND DHEMAJI DISTRICTS, 
INDIA”)  

3. The topic “Materials and Methods” should get one more 
item (eg. “Ethical consideration”).  

4. The abstract has to be completely revised.  

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

1. I suggest increasing the text of the discussion and put 
some new items like: a)limitations of the study; b)Other 
researches OR introduce one more item like Conclusions.  
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