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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 
 

 
 
Too much grammatical error .Comparative data showing difference from other 
african population is missing . 
 
 

Too much grammatical error is subjective phase here. Although I must admit 
that there were some errors, this work doesn’t merit the description. The 
errors have been corrected.  
Most of the comparisons have also been done within the discussion. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
Simple epidemiological study ,nothing new. 
 

Simple epidemiologic study but relevant for the country of origin where there 
is paucity of data on epidemiology of common diseases. I don’t think all 
research should create new knowledge but it can reaffirm the existing ones. 
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