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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 
 

ABSTRACT: 
No background statement and justification, study 
design should be incorporated into methodology. 
INTRODUCTION: 
Toxoplasma on page 2, line 23 should be italized. Line 
9 of page 3 should be specific instead of specify. 
METHODOLOGY: 
Line 3 “ carrying out experiment” 
Line 9, few meat not meals ( in two places) 
Approval from ethics committee should be moved from 
study population to ‘ethical consideration’ 
Statements on data collection using questionnaire 
should be sent to a subtitle ‘ Data collection’ 
Sensitivity of the method used should be stated  in the 
methodology. 
RESULTS: 
Association of socio-demographic and risk factors to 
Toxoplasma seropositivity should be separated from 
seroprevalence of Toxoplasma. It should be presented 
with a different subheading. 
 

Thanks for the comments. We have revised the 
manuscript according to the requested 
comments by following these instructions: 
ABSTRACT: 
Background statement and justification have 
been added in this section. Study design is 
now incorporated in the methodology. 
METHODOLOGY  
Approval from ethics committee is now in 
ethical statement 
Data collection subtitle is now present 
The sensitivity of the method has been stated. 
RESULTS  
Association of socio-demographic and risk 
factors to Toxoplasma seropositivity and 
seroprevalence of Toxoplasma are now 
presented in different subheading. 
All correction on grammatical oversight had 
been made as suggested by the reviewer.
Each comment point or change is in yellow 
color in the revised manuscript. Please check 
it.  
 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional/General comments 
 

Well written 
 

 

 


