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ethical issues- 

Yes, they should indicate the number of approval 

 

One of the policies of any journal as regards 

instructions to  authors  on the issue of ethics is 

to make a statement concerning ethical 

approval. It  is not mandatory that the number 

should be indicated. There are situations where 

a research on completion is fragmented into 

many parts for the purposes of publication, and 

the approved number is just one. Are we going to 

be quoting the same number for all published 

work?. 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

There are few grammatical mistakes in 

manuscript. Gastrointestinal infections remain a 

public health problem worldwide. 

The number of samples is very small, but the 

statistical analysis supports it. 

In my opinion the authors should make a stronger 

argument about the demographics compared 

with other countries in the same continent. 

 

The grammatical  mistakes have been taken care 

of. 

 

 

Thanks for the statement. 

 

 

The authors have made a strong argument based 

on available literatures. 
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