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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. Citations in the text should be replaced with 

numbers. 
2. In the result section, rewrite the statistically 

significant values correctly  
3. The information on table 4 contradicts the 

data presented in the table  
4. The media used included Sabouraud agar, 

serum and corn meal agar for identification 
of Candida albicans….. Is Candida albicans a 
bacteria judging from your manuscript 
title? 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

Abstract 

1. In the abstract section, recast the aims of the 

study. 

2. Ethical approval, consent from the 
patients, questionnaire administration, 
collection and processing of clean catch 
mid-stream urine specimens is not a study 
design. 

3. Place and duration of study: This study was 
carried out in Federal Neuropsychiatric 
Hospital Calabar, Nigeria between August, 
2010 and September, 2011. 

4. The heading sample should come under 
methodology and the information should be 
recast. 

5. The commonest (most common) urinary 
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pathogens isolated amongst both the 

test …(what do you mean by test??? 
6. and the need to put in place strategies to 

control this infection among this category 
of patients……… this sentence is 
incomplete 

7. Key Words: inmates should be Inmates 
8. moreover, in non-acute hospital….recast  
9. The last three lines of the introduction 

should be corrected for spelling errors. 
10. The aim has been stated in the abstract. 
11. Kindly replace these words “test subjects” 
12. The total values in tables 1-4 needs to 

corrected. 
13. Spelling errors in fig.1 should be edited. 
14. References do not confirm with the 

journal’s style of referencing. 
Optional/General comments 

 

1. In the discussion section, give possible reasons 

for resistance to some antibiotics. 

2. In the conclusion, We therefore 
recommend……..’in our environment’ 
should be replaced. 

 

As per the guideline of editorial office we follow VANCOUVER reference style for our paper. 
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