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PART  1: Review Comments  
 
 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 16: What is the actually number of positive 
samples (75 or 76)? 
Line 19 and 255: G. intestinalis 1.97% (should be 
1.98%) compare with Line 21 and 245: A. lumbricoides 
2.0% These two species should have the same 
percentage (select one 1.98% or 2.0 %). 
Line 20: 7.6% (should be 7.9%) 
Line 22, 23, 232, 233, 234 and 235: Coparasitism was 
present in 47.4% (n=36/76) of positive cases. In my 
opinion the percentage of coparasitism should be 
presented in 35.6% (n=36/101) of total stool samples. 
The 2, 3, 4, and 5 parasites infections accounted for 
23.76%, 6.9%, 3.96%, and 0.99%, respectively. All 
these percentage results in Table 1 can be 
comparable.   
Line 77:  9% (should be 0.9 or 0.85%) 
Line 99: 47.2% (should be 47.5%) 
Line 111-112:  Coparasitism rate (27.8%; n=25/90) was 
almost twofold lower  among adults compared to 
children (54.5%; n=6/11) (p=0.14). This sentence may 
make confusion as p-value is more than 0.05. It means 
that there is no statistical significance. 
Line 174: Reference no. 4  “1994” should be in this 
format “Asia Pac J Clin Nutr. 1994; 7:21-25” 

 

Minor  REVISION comments 
 

Line 33 -36:  appear redundancy? 
 
Ethical issue : Is there written informed consent from 
each participant? 
Did researchers receive a parental permission for 13-
17 years old participants? 

 



 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6  

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (07-06-2013)  

Optional /General  comments 
 

1. Are the word “prevalence” and “frequency” 
found in the article interchangeable or 
difference (mostly concern on article title and 
Table 2)?  

2. Have any follow up been done after treatment 
of positive participants to ensure completed 
dose/effectiveness of drugs?   

3. To identify E.  histolytica cyst, permanent stain 
(hematoxylin, trichrome, etc.) is required. 
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