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ARTICLE DETAILS 

TITLE (PROVISIONAL) Traditional medicine used in childbirth and for childhood diarrhoea in 
Nigeria’s Cross River State – Interviews with traditional practitioners 
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VERSION 1 - REVIEW 

REVIEWER Blessing I. Babalola 
Federal University, Oye-EKiti, Nigeria 

REVIEW RETURNED 17-Nov-2015 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS Quite interesting work but certain corrections are necessary to 
perfect the work.  
The study in novel and original but needs adequate prof-reading, 
paragraping and structuring. The topic is too long.  
The abstract was not well written  
The objective of the study should be well clarified or specified and 
the results should be presented in line with the study objectives.  
The discussion was written in line with previous literature.  
The methodology was detailed but excluded the simple size 
estimation and actual study simple size.  
Also, trends was not revealed in the study, therefore the analysis on 
trends should be removed  
Recommendation was not made in line with implications for policies 
and programmes. 
 
The reviewer also provided a marked copy with additional 
comments. Please contact the publisher for full details. 

 

REVIEWER Alyssa Sharkey 
UNICEF New York 

REVIEW RETURNED 29-Nov-2015 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS Overall this is an interesting paper that provides new information on 

an important and under-researched topic. As it is currently written, 

the paper is a little hard to read but will benefit from some editing.  

 

Overall 

The paper would benefit from the services of an editor as there are 
multiple typos and sentences that are unclear.  
It would be helpful (perhaps in the discussion) to have some 
discussion about the range of types of traditional medicines known 
to be used for childbirth and diarrhoea in these settings. 

 on M
ay 16, 2023 by guest. P

rotected by copyright.
http://bm

jopen.bm
j.com

/
B

M
J O

pen: first published as 10.1136/bm
jopen-2015-010417 on 19 A

pril 2016. D
ow

nloaded from
 

http://bmjopen.bmj.com/site/about/resources/checklist.pdf
http://bmjopen.bmj.com/


 
Abstract  
‘Participants’ are unclear – were only women ages 15-49 years who 
also had children ages 0-36 months included? 
Line 27 – ‘on themselves and 11 305 children…’ 
Results – Several sentences do not make sense (e.g., ‘them 
received’ on line 41 and ‘less likely to vaccination’ on line 51). 
Overall, the presentation of results is unclear.  
The conclusion that ‘access’ is a problem is not supported by the 
way that the results are presented and in fact contradicts the text on 
page 14, line 48 (i.e., while there is less use of Western health 
services, it is not clear that access is a barrier, for example over 
personal preferences). The conclusion is weak.  
 
Strengths and limitations of the study 
I don’t understand the following sentence: “Fieldwork allowed to get 
in touch with traditional medicine practitioners and enlightened the 
interpretation of results.” Does ‘fieldwork’ refer to qualitative 
methods? If so, it should be stated as such and also included in the 
methods. 
  
Introduction 
This sentence is confusing: The range of responses to this position – 
from “a noncritical enthusiasm to an uninformed scepticism”[2] – 
reflects a twin problem that affects informed integration: a weak 
evidential base that explores the impact of traditional medicine in 
health, and the tools to demonstrate its impact through modern 
epidemiology, are poorly adjusted to fit traditional knowledge.[3] 
 
Methods 
Page 6, lines 25-27: “The analysis considered the use of Western 
medicine as women who reported going to government services for 
antenatal care.” Are there also private sector allopathic providers 
who should be considered? 
 
Results 
The first paragraph of results mentioned household heads who are 
male. These participants were not mentioned under methods or in 
the abstract.  
 
Page 11, line 6: “parents or caregivers…” these were not mentioned 
in the abstract or methods 
 
Discussion 
Page 16, line 25: “A similar trend was reported in Nigeria.” Perhaps 
you mean “in earlier studies conducted in Nigeria.” 
 
Page 17, line 51: “The patronising of local pharmacies was 
prominent among health care services reported for childhood 
disease.” This sentence is awkward.  
 
Acknowledgements 
Page 18, line 46: “Traditional doctors of Cross River, whose 
identities are protected, took part in a dialogue with the investigators 
and offered clues to interpret results.” This should be included in the 
methods.  
. 
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VERSION 1 – AUTHOR RESPONSE 

Reviewer: 1 Reviewer Name: Blessing I. Babalola  

• Quite interesting work but certain corrections are necessary to perfect the work. The study in novel 

and original but needs adequate profreading, paragraping and structuring. The topic is too long.  

 

Answer// We edited the manuscript  

 

Reviewer: 1 Reviewer Name: Blessing I. Babalola  

• The abstract was not well written  

 

Answer// We edited the manuscript  

 

Reviewer: 1 Reviewer Name: Blessing I. Babalola  

• The objective of the study should be well clarified or specified and the results should be presented in 

line with the study objectives.  

 

Answer// We edited the manuscript  

 

Reviewer: 1 Reviewer Name: Blessing I. Babalola  

• The discussion was written in line with previous literature.  

 

Answer// Ok  

 

Reviewer: 1 Reviewer Name: Blessing I. Babalola  

• The methodology was detailed but excluded the simple size estimation and actual study simple size.  

 

Answer// Sample size estimation at the design stage suggested 8,012 women aged 15-49 years in 90 

clusters would be sufficient to detect a 20% change over two years in a maternal outcome (perinatal 

sepsis) at baseline affecting 24% of pregnancies (80% power, alpha error 5%, ICC 0.01), if 50% of 

the women were pregnant each year.  

 

Reviewer: 1 Reviewer Name: Blessing I. Babalola  

• Also, trends was not revealed in the study, therefore the analysis on trends should be removed  

 

Answer// We found a clear if non-linear trend between higher educational levels among women and a 

lower reliance on traditional medicine for childbirth and diarrhoea.  

 

Reviewer: 1 Reviewer Name: Blessing I. Babalola  

• Recommendation was not made in line with implications for policies and programmes.  

 

Answer// In the last paragraph of the conclusions we explain the implications of our findings for future 

research about traditional medicine.  

 

Reviewer: 1 Reviewer Name: Blessing I. Babalola  

• Topic is too long  

 

Answer// We have edited the title of the manuscript  

 

Reviewer: 1 Reviewer Name: Blessing I. Babalola  

• The objective of the study did not align with the topic  
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Answer// We edited the manuscript  

 

Reviewer: 1 Reviewer Name: Blessing I. Babalola  

• Gramatical error which needs correction  

 

Answer// We edited the manuscript  

 

Reviewer: 1 Reviewer Name: Blessing I. Babalola  

• This result section should be re-written, has a good either but not well presented. Odds ratio is 

presented as the likelihood of using or not using…..  

 

Answer// We edited the manuscript  

 

Reviewer: 1 Reviewer Name: Blessing I. Babalola  

• So, what is the important of this conclusión? Recommendation missing  

 

Answer// In the last paragraph of the conclusions we explain the implications of our findings for future 

research about traditional medicine.  

 

Reviewer: 1 Reviewer Name: Blessing I. Babalola  

• (Introduction) Paragraph alignment should be done  

 

Answer// We edited the manuscript  

 

Reviewer: 1 Reviewer Name: Blessing I. Babalola  

• English editing should be done  

 

Answer// We edited the manuscript  

 

Reviewer: 1 Reviewer Name: Blessing I. Babalola  

• Statement of problema properly written  

 

Answer// We edited the manuscript  

 

Reviewer: 1 Reviewer Name: Blessing I. Babalola  

• edit  

 

Answer// We edited the manuscript  

 

Reviewer: 1 Reviewer Name: Blessing I. Babalola  

• What was the author’s simple size and how did they estimate it?  

 

Answer// Sample size estimation at the design stage suggested 8,012 women aged 15-49 years in 90 

clusters would be sufficient to detect a 20% change over two years in a maternal outcome (perinatal 

sepsis) at baseline affecting 24% of pregnancies (80% power, alpha error 5%, ICC 0.01), if 50% of 

the women were pregnant each year.  

 

Reviewer: 1 Reviewer Name: Blessing I. Babalola  

• Trend analysis?  
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Answer// We edited the manuscript  

 

Reviewer: 1 Reviewer Name: Blessing I. Babalola  

• What is the importance of this? No discussion of this in table 6 result study. I will suggest it is 

removed, as it did not show trends  

 

Answer// We found a clear if non-linear trend between higher educational levels among women and a 

lower reliance on traditional medicine for childbirth and diarrhoea.  

 

Reviewer: 1 Reviewer Name: Blessing I. Babalola  

• Discussion should be done in-line with the study objective. Objective of the study needs to be more 

specific  

 

Answer// We edited the manuscript  

 

Reviewer: 2 Reviewer Name: Alyssa Sharkey  

 

Reviewer: 2 Reviewer Name: Alyssa Sharkey  

• Overall this is an interesting paper that provides new information on an important and under-

researched topic. As it is currently written, the paper is a little hard to read but will benefit from some 

editing. Overall: The paper would benefit from the services of an editor as there are multiple typos and 

sentences that are unclear.  

 

Answer// We edited the manuscript  

 

Reviewer: 2 Reviewer Name: Alyssa Sharkey  

• It would be helpful (perhaps in the discussion) to have some discussion about the range of types of 

traditional medicines known to be used for childbirth and diarrhoea in these settings.  

 

Answer// We presented a description of the traditional medicine in Cross River in the results from the 

information obtained during the interviews  

 

Reviewer: 2 Reviewer Name: Alyssa Sharkey  

• Abstract: ‘Participants’ are unclear – were only women ages 15-49 years who also had children ages 

0-36 months included?  

 

Answer// We edited the manuscript  

 

Reviewer: 2 Reviewer Name: Alyssa Sharkey  

• Abstract: Line 27 – ‘on themselves and 11 305 children…’  

 

Answer// We edited the manuscript  

 

Reviewer: 2 Reviewer Name: Alyssa Sharkey  

• Abstract: Results – Several sentences do not make sense (e.g., ‘them received’ on line 41 and ‘less 

likely to vaccination’ on line 51). Overall, the presentation of results is unclear.  

 

Answer// We edited the manuscript  

 

Reviewer: 2 Reviewer Name: Alyssa Sharkey  

• The conclusion that ‘access’ is a problem is not supported by the way that the results are presented 

and in fact contradicts the text on page 14, line 48 (i.e., while there is less use of Western health 
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services, it is not clear that access is a barrier, for example over personal preferences). The 

conclusion is weak.  

 

Answer// We edited the manuscript and adjusted the conclusions  

 

Reviewer: 2 Reviewer Name: Alyssa Sharkey  

• Strengths and limitations of the study. I don’t understand the following sentence: “Fieldwork allowed 

to get in touch with traditional medicine practitioners and enlightened the interpretation of results.” 

Does ‘fieldwork’ refer to qualitative methods? If so, it should be stated as such and also included in 

the methods.  

 

Answer// We edited the manuscript and also included a new section reflecting the use of qualitative 

methods  

 

Reviewer: 2 Reviewer Name: Alyssa Sharkey  

• Introduction. This sentence is confusing: The range of responses to this position – from “a noncritical 

enthusiasm to an uninformed scepticism”[2] – reflects a twin problem that affects informed integration: 

a weak evidential base that explores the impact of traditional medicine in health, and the tools to 

demonstrate its impact through modern epidemiology, are poorly adjusted to fit traditional 

knowledge.[3]  

 

Answer// We edited the manuscript  

 

Reviewer: 2 Reviewer Name: Alyssa Sharkey  

• Methods  

Page 6, lines 25-27: “The analysis considered the use of Western medicine as women who reported 

going to government services for antenatal care.” Are there also private sector allopathic providers 

who should be considered?  

 

Answer// In methods section, we defined use of Western medicine for childbirth as reported 

attendance of government or private medical services for antenatal care.  

 

Reviewer: 2 Reviewer Name: Alyssa Sharkey  

• Results  

The first paragraph of results mentioned household heads who are male. These participants were not 

mentioned under methods or in the abstract.  

 

Answer// The information about household’s heads is a feature of the household. They are not 

participants or subject of the study.  

 

Reviewer: 2 Reviewer Name: Alyssa Sharkey  

• Page 11, line 6: “parents or caregivers…” these were not mentioned in the abstract or methods  

 

Answer// In methods we clarify that in almost all cases, the mother provided information on the health 

of the child.  

 

Reviewer: 2 Reviewer Name: Alyssa Sharkey  

• Discussion  

Page 16, line 25: “A similar trend was reported in Nigeria.” Perhaps you mean “in earlier studies 

conducted in Nigeria.”  

 

Answer// We edited the manuscript  
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Reviewer: 2 Reviewer Name: Alyssa Sharkey  

• Page 17, line 51: “The patronising of local pharmacies was prominent among health care services 

reported for childhood disease.” This sentence is awkward.  

 

Answer// We edited the manuscript  

 

Reviewer: 2 Reviewer Name: Alyssa Sharkey  

• Acknowledgements  

Page 18, line 46: “Traditional doctors of Cross River, whose identities are protected, took part in a 

dialogue with the investigators and offered clues to interpret results.” This should be included in the 

methods.  

 

Answer// We edited the manuscript and also included a new section reflecting the use of qualitative 

methods 

 

 on M
ay 16, 2023 by guest. P

rotected by copyright.
http://bm

jopen.bm
j.com

/
B

M
J O

pen: first published as 10.1136/bm
jopen-2015-010417 on 19 A

pril 2016. D
ow

nloaded from
 

http://bmjopen.bmj.com/

