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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 
 

 
1. Were there only two cases in the study period? 
2. How two cases were selected? 
3. How the health facility was selected? 
4. What was the period of the study? 
5. How the skill of injection givers was determined? 

1. The Paper was reports of unusual complication of Injection abscess 
and are rare, therefore may not be found many. The main reasons 
why they are reported as case study and not to deny the world 
community of health Practioners that rare things still occur today, 
these information is invaluable for knowledge. 

2. They were not selected but only cases that has presented with 

this type of presentation hence they are case reports 

3. These paper is not large research studies but special case reports  

4. The cases presented   in 2016 to the health facility and therefore 

date has been  reported  inclusively to the paper. 

5. The skill of giver was determined by the history report of the 

patients who opt for injection from  untrained  medicine store 

seller and also from  Non doctor or Nurse. Internationally these 

are non-licensed  recognised  Givers.   
Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. What does CSM stand for? 
2. There are several brand names used in the manuscript eg.augmentin, 

septrin, flagyl , what do they stand for ?  (Generic names?) 
 

CSM has been put in full and all other brand names 
turned to generic names  and in yellow 

Optional/General comments 
 

1. It needs language and spelling corrections 
 

I have also review some sentences and spelling errors , 
Thank you for your kind effort shown to review this manuscripts. 

 


