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the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors 
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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

1. The condition 0=I  in section 4.2 was 

imposed. Equations (3.1)-(3.4) should be 

solved simultaneously to get the infection free 

state, for example 

 
From (3.3), we obtain 
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So substituting for E in equation (3.2) yields 

( ) ( )
0=




 +
−

+
− I

I
SI

σ

νµ
µ

σ

νµ
β  

from the above equation I can be factored out 

I agreed with the reviewer, all the corrections 
pointed out in the manuscript had been made 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

2. WHO, 2010 in section ‘‘1.0 Introduction’’ 

should read WHO, (2010). This correction 

should be done for WHO, (2014). 

3. Ahmed et al.(2015) and not Ahmed et al. 2015 

4. The first line under section 4.2 should read ‘‘ At 

equilibrium’’ we have 

5. The basic reproduction number should be 

properly computed using the next generation 

method. 

6. The references should be properly done using 

the recommended referencing style in your 

journal. 

I agreed with the reviewer, all the corrections 
pointed out in the manuscript had been made 
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