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Minor REVISION comments 

 

In the statement of Competing Interests instead “Nill” 

should be written the sentence: “Authors have declared 

that no competing interests exist.”. 

 

This correction has been made in the manuscript 

Optional/General comments 

 

The manuscript is interesting with concrete information 

about the level of knowledge on leptospirosis among 

college students in Chennai, India before and after the 

health education program. The authors had given data to 

all aspects of the studied field such as  demographics and 

questions on awareness of leptospirosis, risk factors, 

mode of transmission, symptoms and human vaccine and 

had compared their results with appropriate other recent 

studies. The study design is good and clear, the 

methodology had been described concisely and correctly. 

The statistical analysis had been based on appropriate 

statistical method. The conclusion is adequate to the 

results of the study. The style of writing is clear, the 

language is very good and easy understandable. The 

references involve appropriate general and more specific 

sources and had been cited correctly.    

 

 

 

 

 

 


