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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 
 

I don't know if the manuscript fits as a review article, because it presents unpublished and 
recent data on CVV in Senegal. 
remove topics from the abstract, leave the text running. 
Better describe the area of study. The title says that the work was done in Dakar, in the 
material and method only 1 laboratory is mentioned.  
I don't think the topics are necessary: “Data availability”, “What is known about this topic”, 
‘What's new from your study”, “Tables and Figures”. 
Prefer to use more recent references. 65-75% of citations must be from the last 5 years. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

The manuscript is very good, but it need to improve on several points. 
The authors needs to review and improve all the points mentioned above for his article to 
continue in the publication process. 
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