
 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)  

 

Journal Name: South Asian Journal of Parasitology   
Manuscript Number: Ms_SAJP_45906 
Title of the Manuscript:  

Prevalence of Soil Transmitted Helminthes (STHs)Among Pupils of Community Primary Schools in Nkpor and Mgbodohia, Obio/Akpor Local Government Area, 
Rivers State, Nigeria. 

Type of the Article  
 
General guideline for Peer Review process:  
 
This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. 
To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link: 
 
(http://www.sciencedomain.org/page.php?id=sdi-general-editorial-policy#Peer-Review-Guideline) 
 

 
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 needs to be revised thoroughly. There are a lot of discordant results. 
Authors need to revise the tables and most especially check the percentage 
calculations. This will invariably distort the Discussion which should be revised as 
well. 
 
 
 

All the observations made have been corrected. They are highlighted in 
yellow.  Unfortunately, a wrong file (preliminary script) was uploaded.  
In table 4: The overall (Total) intensity of each parasite was calculated by 
summing the total intensity of a parasite species in both schools and divide it 
by 2.  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
There are some grammatical errors that need to be corrected as well.  
Check References 
 
 
 
 

The errors observed have also been corrected (highlighted in yellow)  
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