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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 

 

Title  

- The title does not suit nor really reflect the findings as it mentioned 

- Suggested Title as “Awareness, adherence and determinant factors among pregnant mothers on lifelong tetanus toxoid 
vaccination as part of the national immunization scheme” 

Methodology  

Adequate detailed information are lacking in the methodology section such as: 

- Need to mention why or how this study site (hospital) was selected. Is it purposive selection or what selection criteria was 
applied to choose this hospital? 

- The inclusion (and exclusion) criteria for the study respondents (e.g., starting from which month of gestation or all pregnant 
mothers attending to that hospital or how?) should be mentioned. 

- Need to mention in detail which information and variables will be collected 

Results 

- The objective of the study is mentioned as “to determine the awareness, knowledge, and factors affecting the completion of 
the lifelong tetanus toxoid immunization”. However, the results did not completely reflect the objective.  

- The readers may expect to see are there any findings on the relations between immunization status with: 

o Education level of mothers 

o Family members’ support to seek health care 

o Existing health service provision 

- Should mention more in detail how is the direction of association between the women’s age, parity, occupation with tetanus 
toxoid immunization, (not just mention significant association) 

- For better image of the journal, the tables should be presented to meet the scientific standard.  

Discussion  

- Current flow of discussion is out of direction and need to be in a systematic way 

- The discussion should be made on the key findings from the study while comparing with other settings of Nigeria as well as 
in other African countries 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

- Abbreviations should be mentioned in full for the first time 

- The presentation of numbers and % should be revised to conform to scientific publications (e.g. Numbers cannot be 
mentioned at the beginning of a sentence) 

- Proper punctuation marks should be applied not to let the readers confused. 

 

 

Optional/General comments - Suggested to consult with a native speaker for grammatical revision.  
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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) 
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