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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

Although some scientists consider Orientia
separately from genus Rickettsia. However as
this article describes Anaplasmosis and
ehrlichiosis, it is not appropriate to exclude
Orientia from this review.

Article is too long and authors have included
many unnecessary text:

Ie: Under Alternative and novel approaches
they have included mini-reviews under each
technique (6.1, 6.2, 6.3, 6.4, 6.5). They should
stick to the value of such techniques in
relation to relevant organisms under the
theme.

Paragraph lines 103-139:

Authors should summarize the findings of the
studies and give conclusions under each
technique or relevant areas. (Similar to that
is written from 140-145) This also applies to
paragraph lines 183-216, paragraph lines
366-387

Minor REVISION comments

Some sentences are too long and suggest fragmentation
into shorter sentences.

Spelt wrong: ehrlichiosis: row: 23, mites: row 24

line 35 should read “gold”

line 50: Transitional spelt wrong

Line 81: Serological diagnosis

Line 83: titres
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Line 84: a diagnostic IFA titre of> 64 is not considered
positive: A titre of>1;64 is considered exposure or
probable acute infection without a rising titre. Titres
should be interpreted based on the background sero-
prevalence of the endemic area.

93: early species diagnosis

93-94: some PCR target ...others are designed to..
100-101: even ticks from the diseased patient is not
appropriate.

157- myalgia and arthralgia

166-168 sentence too long

248-249: needs to be re-written

255: culture negative bacterial infections

256: not clear

257-267: not clear

323: other forms of infections

329: delete word clinically

329: and rarely severe pneumonia resulting in acute
respiratory failure

330: of acute Q fever detected biochemically by increased
levels of.....

334-340: re-arrange the sentence order to include organ
involvements first and then the serological changes
344: re-write the paragraph

351: not clear

360-261: not clear

398: cannot be a child birth: may use offspring

Optional /General comments
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