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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

This is a very preliminary study to assess the pr@lence and risk factors of
intestinal parasitosis among primary school pupilsn coastal communities
of the Cape Coast metropolis in the Central Regionf Ghana.

Though the authors mentioned that duplicate samplesf 230 stool
specimen were examined, but it was mandatory thahtee stool samples
taken on alternate days from each pupil should bexamined since some
parasites are intermittently excreted by the host.g@ Giardia lamblia. Also,
sinceGiardia was the predominate parasite detected, the authoshould
have performed zinc sulphate flotation technique taletect scanty infection.
So, the results presented in this study may be undestimation of the
actual presence ofsiardia lamblia which is the predominant parasite
detected in this study.

It was really funny that the authors realized thattaking single sample from
each pupil is a limitation for their study as mentoned at the end of the
manuscript. Actually it is a serious limitation andwe have to ask since they
realize that why they did not collect three samplefom each pupil since
the pupils gave informed consent to participate inthis study?

Under study population (line 61-63) the authors sbuld mention the
abbreviation used for the schools after first mentning it in full.

Table 3, line 140: the authors mention the numberfaases and the % for
example they mention that Male 28 (18.9) and Femél6 (19.5) !! how this

% was calculated? Is it calculated from a total opositive cases (44) or
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from the total examined samples? and how come 189a % for 28 while a

lower number of females 16 has a higher % of 19.the same was

presented for all risk factors.

- table 3: what the author mean by(ref) mentioned bside the risk factor?

-line 145: the authors mentioned that they identied eight different

intestinal parasites! Actually they are six not eipt.

- Line 148: please include a reference for the valueported by the

Ghana Health Service
- Linel61: the references[12,13, 14,15,16,17,8,19,28puld be
written[12-20] . the same apply for references merdned in line 164.

Ethical issues: Yes, participation of pupils
Minor REVISION
comments
Optional /General
comments
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