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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 
 

The article is well carried out, it is a survey on intestinal parasites among inmates of 
social welfare homes and low socio-economic areas in metropolitan port harcourt, 
they present associated factors, but when writing the discussion they confuse the 
reader since the figures they discuss are about the 119 positives and not all of the 
1500, which makes it appear that there are more infections, in addition to the fact 
that there are no conclusions and recommendations for the prevention of these 
parasites in the social welfare homes 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Some conclusions would be interesting and not only the list of which and how many 
parasites, in addition to giving recommendations for the prevention of parasites in a type of 
guide or cleaning protocol, food handling, bathroom care, isolation of patients, case 
management chronic. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Although tables are presented, the type chosen is not very friendly to the reader, perhaps 
changing the format a little and making them more understandable would be good to 
improve the document 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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