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Compulsory REVISION 
comments 
 

A good work of public health importance. However, make the following 
corrections. 

1. Line 86: which enable------- should read which enables. 
2.  Line 113: recruitment the study: should read  “Recruitment to the 

study”. 
3. Line 131: No plate 1 shown in any where in the work. 
4. Line 201 in Table 1: Convert waist circumference(inches) to 

centimetre(cm) 
5. Line 258: Mention the name of the Nigerian community used for 

this work, otherwise, we shall assume, a cooked-up study. 
6. Line 265: replace “is in line with a previous studies”  with “is in 

line with previous studies”. 
7.   Line 279: Replace “this also explains----- with “ this may also 

explain”-----. 
8. Lines 283-288: Try and proffer possible reason(s) for your 

finding. What, in the participants may explain this finding. 
9. Line 292:  replace “age matched)” ------ with “age-matched” 
10. Line 297: “More so previous” -----  should read “More so, 

previous” -------. 
11. Line 240: “6

th 
ed” should be: “6

th
 Ed.” 

12. Line 380: Reference no 18 is incomplete 
13. Line 440: Reference no 43 is incomplete 

 

LineMinor REVISION comments   
Optional/General comments The research is generally robust.  
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