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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 
 

The manuscript titled- “SCREENING OF HYPERTENSION AND DIABETES IN AN 
UNDERSERVED POPULATION THROUGH COMMUNITY OUTREACH; A CASE OF 
RURAL COMMUNITY IN ENUGU STATE, NIGERIA” shows good analytical work done 
by the author/s but certain data defiencies have been reported in the manuscript. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1. In the abstract section, There is a typing mistake in line no. 14. 
..... as ell as relate it to the characteristics of the study participants in….. 
 
2. In the Subtitle of study area, data defiencies have been reported  with dash signs (line 
no. 85) 
The estimated population is………… [2016 census] The community is about …… 
3. In the subtitle of Sampling Technique and Sample Size Determination, the no. of patients 
under study is not mentioned. (Refer to line no. 94) 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Manuscript may be accepted only after removal of defiencies by the authors. 
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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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