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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 Using report checklists improve the study’s report quality. Consider the use of 
STROBE checklist for cross-sectional studies. 

 Since different countries has different health professionals’ characteristics, 
formation and training, please explore in the introduction these characteristics of 
doctors in Nigeria (are they also dental doctors/dentists or general health 
doctors/physicians?). 

 It would be interesting to compare the results for nurses and doctors through 
inferential statistics. 

 Please revise the first paragraph on page 5:. The sentence “Only 2(2.5%) female 
participants and 7(8.9%) felt “bad” about the appearance of their teeth (p=0.045)” 
seems incomplete. 

 Please explore the sample choice in discussion. Why doctors and nurses? How do 
they compare and differ from general population? 
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