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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 

 

 

Introduction.  The author refer’s to the Abuja 

Declaration of 2005 with reference  

to ITN indicators but does not attempt to update this 

information with the revised indicators by the Global 

Malaria Action Plan  or the UN Call for Universal 

Coverage where Universal Coverage is called for. 

Targeting of vulnerable groups was advocated for by 

Abuja but WHO ,GMAP and the UN changed this 

strategy to Universal coverage. This analysis is not 

discussed at all.  

Whereas the title states household possession in the 

results, there is no explanation as to the difference 

between possession and use. The strategy of vector 

control using ITNs is not expounded is it 50% 

coverage for the vulnerable groups only in the whole 

population. There is an attempt to distinguish Mass 

campaigns and keep-up strategies but it is muddled. 

The results should use proportions and not absolute 

numbers. The Malaria control strategies as a whole 

should be expounded so that the reader understands 

that ITNs is just one of the strategies for controlling 

malaria (apart from case management, prompt 

diagnosis, IPTp etc..specific for Uganda). 

There is a plethora of papers on ITN possession and 

use in the literature but the discussion is very weak. 

It could be because the study design is of poor 

quality. There is also no reference to the fact that 

LLINs are  not the same as ITNs, although they have 

The paper looks at ITN possession among 

pregnant women and not at household level. 

Also, in table 2 shows ITN possession and 

pattern of use. Variable number 1 is “owning an 

ITN” which is possession of ITN. Variable 

number which was reading “Number of times 

slept under ITN in the last one week” which has 

been revised taking into consideration of other 

reviewers concern indicate the usages of ITN by 

pregnant women. 

The 50% ITN coverage is for the vulnerable 

group 

I disagree with the suggestion that results should 

use proportions and not absolute numbers 

because proportions is a fraction and does not 

tell the numerator or denominator. This 

therefore makes reader fail to see the numbers 

in each category. We have also included 

percentage against each absolute number to 

show the proportion of each of the responses. 

This is the best way of presenting results. 

The assertion that the discussion is very weak 

probably due to poor quality of  study design is 

not correct. For example, you talk about 

household possession of ITN and yet the study 

looks at ITN possession among pregnant women. 

Also, you are bringing in the issue of LLNs and 

yet the study never looks at the various brands 

of mosquito nets.  
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the same purpose. 

The paper states mosquito bites while ITNs are 

protective against mosquito vector species as our 

target is vectors against malaria – Anopheles 

gambiae. One gets the impression that one sleeps 

under a net to avoid bites of any mosquito. 

 

A lot more could be done on the arguments of having 

a different strategy for IDPs especially if the writer 

could expound what is the coverage in the normal 

population. Then they could elaborate the best 

approach for IDPs and why. 

 

Majority of the respondents had either attended 

primary or no education. Therefore, there 

knowledge on the various species of mosquitoes 

was lacking but they know that ITN prevent you 

from being bitten by mosquitoes and so you stay 

free of malaria. This is good enough for public 

health campaign to promote ITN possession and 

use by pregnant women.  

Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

 

None 

 

Optional/General comments 

 

 

The paper has to be re-written taking into consideration 

the above comments.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


