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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 
 

The author wrote about the pediculosis and the 
data collecting in a community of Belém-Pará. The 
author wrote that 71% of the children study had 
pediculosis and the major part of study was 
females. The article is clear however there are 
minor mistakes. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

The figures should be cited during the text. 
The font used on the text was changed during the 
article. 
In figure 2 pass to English the information contained in 
the figure such as "piolho da cabeça" for Pediculus 
humanus capitis or head lice. 
The quality of the figures can be improved. 
Two species of bacteria were not written in italics 
(Rickettsia typhi and Rickettsia prowazekii). 
When writing "tifo murino" in the text change to English 
murine typhus. 
When to use acronyms to put the meaning of them for 
example does not have the meaning of CDC, AAP. 
Up to this methodology item the article looks like a 
review, so I suggest you use this content, even before 
the methodology, for a review article and make an 
introduction and one with the information obtained 
from the analysis of the data collected in the 
community. 
Improve English in some sentences, such as "In the 
present study, the results of the present study are 
presented." 
Correcting graph 1, the information was not correlated 
with that wrote in the text and the image quality is 
impaired. 
In graph 2 put legend on x-axis "age." You can remove 
this table below the axis information. 
Explain what is “cachaça”?. 
In figure 5 complete the subtitle, not all colors were 
represented in the subtitle. 
There are some typing problems. 
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