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Compulsory REVISION comments no
Minor REVISION comments
Abstract

1. Your conclusion must be based on your finding from your study area.

2. Your abstract has no keywords
Methods

3. Your method part is very brief and not structured.

Discussion

4. |Infirst paragraph prevalence was not adequately discussed by comparing with higher
and lower prevalence reports from other studies.

5. In paragraph one in last sentence the author said “now the age group being infected
with AVH has been shifted to adult population due to easy availability of vaccines and
awareness among the population regarding the disease” how the availability of vaccine
and awareness with in community lead to shift in transmission?

6. In paragraph 3 the author said “ these infections are associated with poor hygiene,
lack of clean drinking water and inadequate sanitation” . How ? you didn’t assessed
the associated factors in your study. If it is explanation discuss it and please cite the
source.

7. In general discussion part is discussed by only using limited studies. Better to discuss
using different study reports rather than using only similar 3 or 4 studies.
conclusion

8. You have no appropriate conclusion based on your findings.

Reference

9. Your references are recent and up to date. But, it is very few for original research

articles.
Optional/General comments
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