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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 

 

 

 

--Line 151. Malaria parasite was detected in 186 

participants but table 1 indicated that the number 

positive for MP was a total of 158 being 146+12. Kindly 

reconcile this difference. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

We note here that the data for table 1 includes 

only the patients who were examined for both 

malaria and typhoid fever. That is why the total 

number of patients in column 2, N = 178 – 

therefore excluding 28 patients (that is 206 – 

178). The overall prevalence of malaria is 

calculated based on the total number of patients 

originally recruited (206). However, 28 of them 

were unable to provide stool samples for the 

diagnosis of typhoid fever. See lines 186 – 187. 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

ABSTRACT Line 4; Aetiologic instead of Aetologic  

 

MATERIALS AND METHODS 

-Line 73-75; Blood meant for the smear of Giemsa 

staining should have been put separately in EDTA 

anticoagulant bottles to avoid clotting before making 

smears. 

  

-Why was stool culture alone used for isolation of the 

typhoid bacilli instead of stool and blood or blood alone? 

 

-Line113; What is the usefulness of including oxidase 

enzyme test instead of urease enzyme test? 

 

RESULTS 

 

This has been corrected in the abstract. 

 

We avoided using anti-coagulated blood because 

most of the thick films usually wash off when the 

Giemsa stain is being rinsed off the slides if care 

is not taken. However, we had at least three 

members of the team at all times in the 

laboratory to ensure rapid preparation of blood 

films thus avoiding blood clotting.  

 

We actually did serology using blood but did not 

report the results because the titres as usual 

were very high probably suggesting that many of 

the positive serologic results indicated carrier 

status. However we were interested in isolating 
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-Line 143 should read 206 patients not 206 febrile 

patients, hence febrile condition was only confirmed in 

27 patients (see line 146/147). 

 

-The title of the second column of table 1 should be ‘No. 

of Febrile Patients N=178 (see line 186). 

 

-Line 186.  178 patients not 178 febrile patients. 

-Line 289. Of the aged not of the old 

 

-Line 290. Of the aged not of the old 

 

-Line 294-297 is a repetition/replica of line 301-304. 

Line 294-297 should be deleted. 

 

REFERENCES 

- line 331. (Ref no. 7) is incomplete. Include the website 

 

-Line373. (Ref. no. 26). Date ( yr 1999) is wrongly 

positioned. 

- 

 

ethical issues- Yes there was ethical approval. The ethical 

clearance for this study was obtained from the Ethics 

Committee of the South West Regional Delegation of 

Public Health, Cameroon while an administrative 

clearance was obtained from the Director of the Kumba 

District Hospital. 

the organisms themselves and that is what was 

reported (Lines 272 -277). We included the 

oxidase test because most enterobacteriaceae 

are oxidase negative. There wasn’t any reason to 

do the urease enzyme test because it is 

commonly used to identify Proteus species (+) 

and from colonial morphology we could easily 

differentiate between Salmonella and Proteus. 

 

This has been corrected on Line 143. 

 

 

This correction has been made in table 1. 

 

The word ‘febrile’ has been deleted on line 178. 

The word ‘old’ has been replaced with ‘aged’. 

 

The word ‘old’ has been replaced with ‘aged’. 

 

Lines 294-297 have been deleted. 

 

The website has been included. 

 

The date has been put in the right place. 

Optional/General comments 

 

  

 


