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Review Form 3

PART 1: Review Comments

Compulsory REVISION comments

Reviewer's comment

Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Please write a few sentences regarding the
importance of this manuscript for the scientific
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

This manuscript discusses a neglected tropical disease which affects the people, mostly in rural areas.
It is important that this is studied to create awareness about the disease and how it can be treated and
prevented

Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

EVALUATION OF THE KNOWLEGDE AND TREATMENT OPTIONS WHICH ARE
TRADITIONALLY USED TO TREAT LYMPHATIC FILARIASIS IN SURU AREA OF KEBBI STATE,
NIGERIA

The stigma issues can still be mentioned as part of the discussion without making it part of the title

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some
points in this section? Please write your
suggestions here.

More information can be added on the background, the study can give a bit of details on what
lymphatic filariasis is, how it is transmitted. The aim of the study and data collection method should
also be clearly stated. The conclusion should clearly answer the main objective of the study

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

The in text citation is not according standard, if one decided to use the Vancouver referencing system,
they should have ensured that the numbers for references are in order, the first reference should be 1,
second should be 2. the number in this manuscript is haphazard, the numbering is not done in
ascending order

Please write a few sentences regarding the
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do
you think that this manuscript is scientifically
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4
sentences may be required for this part.

The manuscript gives data on the knowledge that the local people have with regard to the transmission
of the disease and possible treatment methods that are employed in the local communities. This
information is useful, it is an eye opener, it provides a starting point for possible interventions that
needs to be carried out

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you
have suggestions of additional references, please
mention them in the review form.

Some references are too old, for example reference number 17 was written in 2000, which is 24 years
ago.

Minc;r REVISION comments

Is the language/English quality of the article
suitable for scholarly communications?

The quality needs to be improved, the use of certain terms such as the ‘sufferers’ to refer to patients
are not good for a scientific journal. The ideas are not properly flowing.

Optional/General comments
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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)

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

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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