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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct 
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his/her feedback here) 

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) 
 

Yes, it is important to understand the sensitivity of various diagnostic techniques especially 
because countries are expected to scale up activities for achieving elimination as a public 
health problem. Highly sensitive diagnostic tests will be required to monitor progress even 
in areas with low intensity of infection. 
 
 
Could revise to: “A Comparative Diagnosis of Urinary Schistosomiasis in Patients from 

Primary Healthcare Centers in Keffi, North Central Nigeria, using Microscopy and PCR”  

 
 
 
Yes, see some suggested revisions in the manuscript. 
 
 
Please confirm if you do not need acknowledgements, competing interests, authors’ 
contributions 
 
 
Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. However, it needs minor revisions. 
 
 
Yes 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
 
Language and quality are suitable. Please check spacing using spelling and grammar function. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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