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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 
 

 
This an original study on health professional’s lifestyles and their health.  
 

1. Present complete study location in the title (State and country – Dominica?).  
2. Follow journal-specific guidelines for manuscript setting. 
3. Write in full abbreviations when used the first time. 
4. Correct unclear/hanging sentences as indicated in the reviewed document. 
5. Unless otherwise, write the manuscript in past tense. 
6. Remove results in methods section. 
7. Data collection section: has mixed presentations of collection and analysis; making 

it difficult to comprehend.  
8. Keep the number of respondents constant: 76. 
9. Why are the staff and students regarded the same in this study? Are they the same 

and, therefore, have same factors for their observe behaviors? I think they need to 
be analysed differently!!! Check.  

10. Follow journal-specific guidelines for presenting results. 
11. Start sentences with a word not numbers.   
12. Why only age is presented in Figure 1 and not the other characteristic mentioned in 

the narrative. BTW, why only two characteristics: sex and age considered 
important in this study versus others like income which could influence say, alcohol 
taking. 

13. In the narrative, it is stated respondents get 1-4 hours of sleep a category that is 
not in Figure 1 and the majority get 5-6 (48.7%) and the least, 1.3% get 9+ hours of 
sleep. Correct this confusion. 

14. Use one unit of alcohol and water consumed: little or bottle (Table 2). 
15. Do the staff and students consume same type of alcohol (Table 2)? 
16. Is use of taxi on a daily basis a sedentary behavior? 

 
I suggest the author(s) do the re-analysis separating the two populations that are 
quite different to be lamped in one basket. This will push for rewriting the 
manuscript according to journal-specific guidelines and then submit for re-review.  

 

1. Done  
2. Done 
3. Done  
4. Done 
5. Done 
6. Done 
7. Done 
8. Done 
9. Dear Editor, thank you for noticing the mistake, it was an error on our 

part . We had a different study for the staff which is not included in 
this . Thank you 

10. Done 
11. Done 
12. Dear Editor, the other information was presented in a tabular form 

rather than graphs . But we can include the graphs if needed . Also, in 
our study we didn’t take into account income .Thank you 

13. Done 
14. Done 
15. Dear editor, we made a mistake considering the  staff since they have 

their own study which is not included in this journal. Thank you  
16. Dear Editor, while designing our questionnaire, we considered it a 

sedentary lifestyle because of the geographic location of student 
housing and the school 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

 
Manuscript editing highly recommended.  
 

 
Done 

Optional/General comments 
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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) 
 

 
No, informed consents was obtained from participants  
 

 


