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PART 2: 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
General: Very interesting paper in which the authorstried to understand the knowledge and attitude ofpatients attending the teaching hospital.Specifics:
1. Title: ok
2. Abstract: needs rewriting as suggested
 background and aims
 Methodology that include study design and placeand duration
 Sample size of 441 in methodology needs to bereconciled with 450 in the results section
 Inconsistent conclusion with the mainconclusion in the text

3. Introduction
 Not sufficient – needs improvement in thissection
 I think this study is a health facility-based surveyrather than community-based survey. Authorsneed to make clarification on that.
 Need to be consistent with terminology –objective in introduction and aims in theabstract.
 The objective is assessing the pattern of drugsuse and prevalence of malaria disease in thecommunity while the last paragraph in theintroduction mentioned about determination of



SDI Review Form 1.6

Created by: EA Checked by: ME Approved by: CEO Version: 1.6 (2nd June, 2012)

knowledge and attitude towards antimalarialdrug use – the statement needs to be reconciled
Material and Methods
Study area and population: Major issue with sampling,sampling frame and sample size determination. Need todescribe how sampling was done and selection criteria (ifany) for patient selection.
Study design: Ok but require little more description
Limitation: I think this is not the place for this section –should be appropriately in discussion as a weakness offindings for the purpose of extrapolation of data
Data analysis: analysis Software ok. Describe how datawas entered in SPSS. Describe how data from open-endedquestionnaire were analysed. What does 2-sided value of<0.05 represent?
Results:This section requires major revision. Tables and textcarry same information. Need to summarize importantdata in the Tables and make reference in the text – notre-writing the same things as it appears in the table
Discussion:The discussion section could be improved if the authorscould start of by answering their research question(s) –what is the pattern of drug use in the study population.What does it mean? Any supporting evidence? Secondarydata such as knowledge and attitude can come in laterparagraph since the objective of the study was to assesspattern of antimalarial drug use.
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Discussion section must discuss weakness of the study(limitation) and why data or study findings might applyto other populations in the region.
Conclusion:Conclusion does not make sense and the conclusion inabstract is different from the main conclusion in the text.Conclusions need to be consistent. Conclusion should bea succinct statement of the findings and the future guideto further research

Minor REVISION comments
Optional/General comments
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