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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

The author should address a few typos observed in the

text.

Materials and methods section: Major issues arise here
and include

a.

Study design should be clarified by the author
The study location can be improved upon. This
section should address the proper geography of
the locations and should provide the climatic
characteristics of this part of the country.

The section of methodology highlighted here is
unnecessary and could come off the text: “They
move from the northern part of Nigeria during
the end of the dry season to the south-eastern
part, mainly for green pasture for their animals.
Epidemiologically, this exposure makes them
very susceptible to the attack of vectors of
filariasis and Plasmodium falciparum infection.
However, the Fulani pastoralists prefer to camp
near water bodies usually at river-banks, steam
or stagnant ponds. Their living near a water
source was to complement for all their domestic
water needs, such water source could as well
serve as a major breeding site for various
disease vectors affecting them.”

What sample size is the author working with?
How did the author select subjects from the
study locations?

The number of subjects from each study
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location appears arbitrary but if systematic
random sampling technique is employed, the
study location population will determine the
representative sample from each study location.
The statistical analysis is not stated so how can
the reader interpret the author’s results. The
author should clearly state his statistical plan.
Ethical issues loom large in this study. It is no
longer considered a good conduct to carry out
this type of survey without documented ethical
processes. Did the study subjects have
information on the study? Was the participation
voluntary? In the words of the author the Fulanis
are the most ignored section of the society in
the country. That makes them a vulnerable
population. What ethical steps did the author
take to assure the general society that they
were not induced or coerced to participate in
this study? Any informed consent obtained?
These issues need to be addressed.
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Minor REVISION comments

1. Parasitological studies:

a.

The staining technique should be reviewed in
some more details.

It appeared that the formular for parasite
counting was not used. The reported parasite
intensity therefore falls short of expectation as it
does not follow the planned methodology set
out by the author.

2. PCV determination:

a.

It appears that the author is not familiar with the
equipment used to measure PCV. The
Microhaematocrit centrifuge is used to
centrifuge capillary blood. The reading is done
with the microhaemacrit reader. This section
should be re-written.

3. Results/Tables:

a.

Tables 1-3 will change depending on the
calculated sample size for each study location
with reference to the population of the study
locations. However, if this has been considered,
the author should state clearly in the text how
calculation was arrived at.

Table 4 has some labelling to review. Also, the
parasite count using stated formula should be
reflected in this table not estimates per high
power field provided.

4. Discussion: In view of the comments above, the
discussion would require review.
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5. Overall, this promises to be a substantial contribution to
knowledge, but the issues raised could be considered to
raise the quality of the article beyond its present form.

Optional /General comments

a. Ethical issues loom large in this study. It is no
longer considered a good conduct to carry out this
type of survey without documented ethical
processes. Did the study subjects have
information on the study? Was the participation
voluntary? In the words of the author the Fulanis
are the most ignored section of the society in the
country. That makes them a vulnerable
population. What ethical steps did the author take
to assure the general society that they were not
induced or coerced to participate in this study?
Any informed consent obtained? These issues
need to be addressed.
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