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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 
 

Material and methods 

- Specify how you appreciated the quality of your regression model. Indeed, which 

method you used to appreciate the goodness-of-fit of your model (Akaike 

information criterion, maximum, likelihood for instance) 

 
 
The maximum likelihood method was used and it has been indicated as 
such 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Introduction 

- Lines 19-23: Add bibliographic references 

- Lines 28-33: Full stops should be placed after references ([5-6], [7-11], [12-

14], [15]) 

- Lines 34-46: Full stops should be placed after references ([16] and [17]) 

 

Results 

- Figure 3: this figure should be captioned properly. Abbreviations INF, PVT, UNM 

and HCE stand for what even though these were presented within the text of the 

methodology section.  

 
- These facts are well established in medical geography and 

environmental epidemiology, hence we feel there is no need 
repeating the obvious. 

- We followed the Journal’s authors’ guidelines. If the style has 
changed, we will comply as suggested. 

 
 
 
 

- The variables were properly defined in the body of the work so as not 
to make the graphs clumsy and noisy.  

Optional/General comments 
 

GOOD WORK Thank you. 

 


