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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 

 

 

Title:  

The title of the paper needed some reflection by 

the authors. As it is – does not truly reflect the 

objective and findings of the study. 
 

Introduction: 

This section requires a major review.  It is weak 

in its current form. Little more malaria 

situation in the study area and how it relates to 

MDG 6. The readers are not sure what research 

questions the researchers are trying to answer. 

 

Many acronyms are used without full text- a 

major weakness in writing of this section.  
 

Methodology: 

Require major review. Study design, data 

collection methods and data management not 

adequately described.   
 

Results: 

Major review. Could be better if authors 

present results – starting with important 

findings to the least important.  
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Discussion/conclusion: 

 

Major review – does not bring out the message 

clearly why the study was done and how it 

relates to MDG 6. Conclusion needs revision. 
 

 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

 

 

Optional/General comments 

 

 

Not interesting reading   
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