
 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

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

 

Journal Name:  International Journal of TROPICAL DISEASE & Health 

Manuscript Number: Ms_IJTDH_33255 

Title of the Manuscript:  Prevalence of Intestinal Protozoan Infections and the Associated Risk Factors among Children in 
Bushenyi District, Western Uganda 

Type of the Article Original Research Article 

 
 
 
General guideline for Peer Review process:  
 
This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is 
scientifically robust and technically sound. 
To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link: 
 
(http://www.sciencedomain.org/page.php?id=sdi-general-editorial-policy#Peer-Review-Guideline) 
 

 



 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

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

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   
Minor REVISION comments 
 

1. Attention should be given to the scientific 
names of parasites especially E.histolytica 

 
 

2. Its advised that not too old reference should be 
used 
 
 

3. Some sentences need to be properly put in 
place using MS word. 

 
In general, Adobe Acrobat Reader DC was 
used to assess the document and comments 
on the pages were saved for easy 
understanding. 

E. histolytica corrected to E. histolytica/dispar 
since there was no molecular analysis to 
differentiate between E. histolytica and E. 
dispar. All corrected accordingly 
 
Reference 28 is not old since its just 8 years 
old because the reference is considered old 
when it is more than 10 years old. 
However the biggest percentage of the 
references cited are current. 
 
The wording is properly put in place with MS 
word but get distorted when attaching the 
document on the E-mail. I don’t know why?. 
The document has been proof read. 

Optional/General comments 
 

The manuscript can be accepted but its advised that 
above comments is attended to improve the paper. 
Thanks 

All comments and suggestions have been 
attended to. 

 
 


