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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 

 

Very important issue. This paper shows the pattern of nocturnal enurese in the 

south-eastern Nigerian. However,  I need some corrections and explanations. 

 

 

Minor REVISION 

comments 

 

I suggest that the paper should be published with minor revision. 

In study procedure; line 79 and 80: I suggest that the author evaluates whether the 

word “encoperesis” or 

“encopresis” is correct. Normally they use word “encopresis”. 

Further, the authors should explain why they included encopresis questionnaire? In 

this paper the authors focused on nocturnal enuresis. In my opinion this 

questionnaire is inadequate for this paper. 

Results 

Attention missing parentheses in line 119,120 and 122  

“(p = ...)”. 

Discussion 

Line 136; check “…Yeung et el” and correct for “…Yeung et al”. 

Line 178; check “However Senbanjo [30] et al” and correct  for “However Senbanjo et 

al [30]”. 

Line 183; check “Mungan [31]” for  “Mungan et al [31]”. 

In conclusion; line 187: I suppose that is “…slight male preponderance” rather than 

“…slight female preponderance…”. 

References 

check the pages of different articles (ref 5, 19, 20, 26,27,28, 29, 30), (e.g. in the ref. 5 

“:30-3”) 

Ref 19 - Shortening more than 6 authors to et al. 

 

 

 

This has been corrected. See page 4(study procedure) 

 

We have explained why we included encopresis 

questionnaire. See page 5,line 12 -13 

 

 

 

This has been corrected. See page 6,last paragraph 

 

We have rectified this error. See page 8,paragraph 2 

 

This has also been corrected. See page 10 last paragraph 

 

This has also been corrected. 10 last paragraph 

 

 

This has also been corrected. See page 12 

 

Optional/General 

comments 

 

English language is inappropriate; the article requires a complete revision, even for 

some of typos. 

 

We have tried our best to revise te English used in this 

study 

 

 


