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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

The paper presents an Original Research Article
about the assessment of training among surveillance
officers. The subject is relevant to the health research,
although the study needs to be revised for better
contribution in the area. That said, | recommend the
authors to do a minor review, checking some points
that are described below.

Minor REVISION comments

Overall, the article is well written and organized,
however the ideas are confusing in some parts. The
text has many abbreviations and many of them have
not been explained before (previously identified). The
numbering of the sections is not uniform and the titles
of the sections and of the tables also are not uniform
(sometimes authors refer to the participants as
respondents and in others moments as participants).
Abstract:

The purpose of the study is not well delineated. |
suggest rewriting and putting the verbs in the infinitive.

1.Introduction

Line 43: The phrase has the words "in the country”
repeated. Correct

Line 49: Include a period (end point).

Line 64: OPV: was the abbreviation previously
identified?

Line 73: the abbreviation LGA appears in the text and
its identification appears only below in line 77.

Line 76: IDSR: Was the abbreviation previously
identified?

2.Materias and Methods
Line 100 and 101: What is LGA PHC?

Better explain the material used to evaluate the
training. Was it a questionnaire? Was the same one
elaborated by the authors? | suggest including it in the
text.

3.Results
This topic should be numbered without the zero to
maintain compliance in the text ( 3.0 to 3.).

The purpose of the study is not specified to be
included in the abstract according to the journal
guideline
(http://www.sciencedomain.org/page/general
-guideline-for-authors)

Done. Thanks

The prevalence of polio for the year 2016 was
stated only in the report referenced (line 50).

The full meaning of OPV has now been stated
(line 65).

This has been corrected in line 74 and 81

This full meaning of IDSR has now been stated
in line 80 and 81.

Now in line 104, the full meaning of PHC has
now been spelt out.

A brief description of the materials used has
been included in line 120 to 122

Created by: EA

Checked by: ME

Approved by: CEO

Version: 1.6 (07-06-2013)




SDI Review Form 1.6

SCIENCEDOMAIN international

www.sciencedomain.org

¥
~ \
BCIENCEODMAN

Table 1: At the end of the table, include the
abbreviations and their meanings, such as CHW: ..... ,
MRO: ...

| suggest that the author include a line with "NONE" in
the item "Year last trained on AFP surveillance" so
that the n remains n = 54 because, in this way, the
percentage will be referring to the total sample of
participants, facilitating the interpretation of the
results.

Table 2: | suggest including the "mean score" of the
pre and post tests and include the abbreviations with
the meanings at the end of the table.

Figure 1: Correct "EVEALUATION" to
"EVALUATION".

4.Discussion

Line 169: The phrase is repetitive. The assessment of
training is often repeated. And the authors should
rethink: What is more important? Do the training or
evaluate the training? Or both? Make that idea
clearer.

Line 179: Authors report "we observed that a high
proportion of the participants were in the older age
group" but they do not discuss this outcome. What
does that mean?

The first paragraph of the discussion is important
because it justifies the importance of the study. A
similar phrase must be at the end of the introduction
precisely because of this.

Line 191: Better explain the reference article [12]:
what was the sample?

Line 198: The idea is not clear. Improve the sentence.

Done

Done (line 144)

Percentage for none has now been included

The mean score of pre and post-test is in the
table. Meaning of abbreviation has now been
included (line 151-152).

Done in line 165

Assessment/evaluation of the training drives the
idea about the study. (line 173-182).

The outcome has now been included in line
186-189.

Similar phrase of the first paragraph of the
discussion has now been included in the last
paragraph of the introduction section (line 76-
89)

Now in line 199 -203 (reference article 13).
Explanation has been made on the article
referenced as related to the study finding.

Now line 207, The idea has been rephrased.

Optional/General comments
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