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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 

 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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
Abstract 

Abstract was constructed in a good and concise way, and conclusion was drawn from 

the finding, however; it lacks purpose, background information, and gaps of the study. 

Detail descriptions on how stool antigen test performed and the same is true for 

hemoglobin, liver and renal functions test, please try to address those points. Make it 

clear for readers. Please try to incorporate implications of your finding in conclusion 

section  

Introduction 

 

The introduction section contains important information and the significance of the study 

was explained appropriately. However, it lacks information on how peptic ulcer and 

H.pylori infections associated, and burden of the disease, and H.pylori infection in study 

setting. Please try to address this issue it give significance for your findings. 

Method 

 

Method section must need detailed revision and the data collection way is not clear for 

readers, please incorporate details on sample size and sampling techniques, study area, 

how study participants were recruited, data analysis. H. pylori test method and how 

analyzed and how hemoglobin, liver and renal function test performed, by which method 

and detail procedures of the test. How their quality of the test maintained. It must need 

clarity. Whole points must need revision before acceptances for publications. How 

normality of the data was checked?. Ethical statements is not indicated as one the 

human origin study, please incorporate it? 

Results 

 

Results were not described appropriately, please try to improve it. All tables need 

improvement? 

 

Discussion  

The finding of the study was appropriately discussed in the context of previous literature, 

elaborated interestingly; however, Justification and implications of the finding are not 

illustrated well, please try to include it. 
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Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
The manuscript was many grammatical, editorial, and topographical errors. Please try to 
adders this point. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
Generally, the manuscript was written in interesting way; aims, the idea of the study, and 

finding of the study were described interestingly, the finding of the study was 

appropriately discussed in the context of previous literature. However, data collection 

method and statistical analysis method is not appropriately described. The manuscript 

was many grammatical, editorial, and topographical errors. The methods section must 

be revised and include a detailed description of each variable measurement and 

analysis method. It needs editorial corrections and amendments before acceptance for 

publications.  
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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