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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) Abstract: the abbreviation “TTI” should be 
written in full the first time it is used. 

2) Show in-text citation numbers as non-
bracketed superscripts 

3) The last sentence in introduction implies 
that UBTS Strategies were not being 
implemented in the study area before the 
study 

4) Methods: were the screening tests done on 
the donors’ blood samples before or after 
donation? 

5) Results: there is discordance between the 
age groups in the write-up to, and within, 
Table 1; review the values in Table 1;  

6) In Table 4 write-up, and elsewhere, revise 
“statistical significant” to read “statistically 
significant”; the P in P-value should be 
small p 

7) Indicate whether the TTIs-positive blood 
donors acquired the infections through 
blood transfusion or other routes; state 
whether the infected blood were transfused 
to recipients. 

8) Reason given for low syphilis prevalence 
among the study group was speculative 
and should be expunged. 

9) References 2, 3, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 26, 27, 28, 
29 37, 39, 40, 41 and 42 are incomplete and 
should be revised. 
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Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. Revise the grammatical outlay of the 

manuscript 

 

Optional/General comments 
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