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Compulsory REVISION comments
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 1. The manuscript is important since Hepatitis C infection has long term effects in
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript) morbidity and mortality.
2. Is thetitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 2. Title is suitable, need to explain what is Kindia, Is Kindia a town or a hospital?
3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
3. The abstract is not comprehensive. It is not orderly. It must start with background of
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? the problem, the objectives of the study, results, and conclusion. It does not have
the IMRAD format as required. It does not answer some attributes such as; why,
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? where, when, who and how.
4. The subsections are okay, they have the IMRAD format.
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 5. Scientifically, the manuscript does not show the reasons why the urban community
additional references, please mention in the review form. acquired HCV infection, what were the risk factors, what measures were being put in
place to prevent HCV infection. What was the reason why the urban community was
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide chosen, why the patients received from the Regional Hospital are more affected by
additional suggestions/comments) this viral disease?
6. The references must follow a specific format such APA, Harvard etc
Minor REVISION comments
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly The whole manuscript requires to be revised and aligned to include the above comments.
communications?
Optional/General comments
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