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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
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Optional/General comments 
 

The article is well written and worth of reading. However, there are some minor issue if coorected 
which will improve the readability of the manuscript. 

1. It will be important to have line numbers which will make the reviewing process suitable. 
2. On the abstract section, Place and Duration of Study sub-section, the sentence 

“Department of Obstetrics and Gynaecology and Department of Haematology and Blood 
Transfusion, Jos University Teaching Hospital (JUTH) Jos Nigeria April 2017 and May 
2017.” Should be paraphrase to read as « The study was conducted at Department of 
Obstetrics and Gynaecology and Department of Haematology and Blood Transfusion, Jos 
University Teaching Hospital (JUTH) Jos Nigeria from April 2017 to May 2017». And also 
please indicate the start and end dates. 

3. In the methods section, the number of participants stated in text and figure are not similar.  
4. Please look for other comments on the manuscript supplied with track changes. 
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