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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

The manuscript is written in a fairly acceptable language despite suffering inaccuracies of
structure, styling and presentation. The paper reveals risk factors for stroke, with nice
generalized conculsions on how improve functional outcomes of stroke patients. The
structure, style and presentation of the manuscript needs to be worked upon. Authors should
structure their paper by following the STROBE guidelines of observational studies’ manuscript
writing. (link https://www.equator-network.org/reporting-guidelines/strobe/)

The methods and results sections of the manuscript are missing.

There was Inadequate discussion of findings. In addition to mixing of findings within the
discussion section.

Too much has been written but not cited. Authors should consider reciting and referencing

their work more properly.

I recommend authors to avoid an active language and instead utilize a passive language when
rewriting out their paper.
The paired T-test graph lacks a title and it should be better presented.

There are mixed citation formats used. | recommend authors sticking to journal’s preferred
citation style alone.

Minor REVISION comments

| recommend authors getting a native English speaker to copyedit their manuscript before
resubmission.

Table 1.1 and 1.7 should be modified to appear like the rest of the nice tables.
Endeavour to define all abbreviations at the time they are first used.
Have a uniform use of brackets. i recommend the format XX (Y%).

References appear way below the would be expected number of references basing on the
written introduction and discussion sections. Please work on this.

Optional/General comments
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Reviewer Details:

Name:
Department, University & Country

Jonathan Kajjimu
Mbarara University of Science and Technology, Uganda

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




