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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 

 

 

This data is potentially interesting and public health 

relevant. However, the manuscript has to be 

dramatically improved before publication is possible.  

 

 

General: 

Language needs improvement. Many sentences in the 

manuscript are difficult to understand. 

 

Introduction:  

This needs to be made more scholarly. There are many 

strong (and repeated) statements, but it should be made 

clearer what type of scientific evidence back up these 

statements.  

Please also provide mechanisms why persons with 

disability should have more sexual risk behaviour. 

 

Methods: 

Sampling method needs to be better described.  

Where were interviews performed? 

How were persons approached? 

Was any compensation given? 

Sentence about origins of questionnaire is not clear. 

Measurements need to be better described – was the 

reference period the past 12 months for all measures or 

only for some? Why? 

It should be made clearer what is the main aim and 

research question. Only relevant tables should be 

presented. 
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Where there persons with mental disability included? 

 

Results 

Provide confidence intervals for prevalence (if this is the 

main outcome of the study). 

 

Discussion 

Needs to be better grounded in the data. For example, the 

motivation for the statement that ‘this finding evidences 

that people with disabilities in the study area were more 

vulnerable for HIV/AIDS’ is unclear. 

The prevalence obtained should be compared to the 

prevalence of comparable measures in the general 

population in Ethiopia. This is more interesting than 

comparisons to persons with disability in other 

countries. 

Possible mechanisms behind findings should be 

discussed. 

New results should not be presented in the discussion. 

 

MOST IMPORTANT: methodological limitations need to 

be thoroughly discussed. 
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