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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 1) The rationale/statement of the problem was not highlighted in the abstract. Noted
2) Visual acuity alone is not a determinant of visual impairment.
3) The abstract did not capture the control group.
4) The grades of VA are unknown to any empirical categorization.
5) Living in oncho endemic area and being infected with oncho are two different
things.
6) The work did not show the extent to which onchocerciasis affected the
microbial profile in conjunctivitis.
7) Onchocerciasis is a parasitic infection while conjunctivitis is bacterial. The

status of co-infection was not shown. This would have strengthened the

rationale of the study.

Minor REVISION comments Noted
1) The caption of Table 6 did not explain the content.
2) The rationale for the comparison between microbial profile of conjunctivitis in
persons with and without onchocerciasis was not captured.
3) There are no data to show the microbial profile in conjunctivitis with and without
onchocerciasis.
4) The introduction is weak.
Optional/General comments Noted
1) The topic should be reviewed to capture the results..
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