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PART  1: Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 

part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
importance of this manuscript for the scientific 
community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

The study highlights the plant extract effect on malarial infection through several parameters to address 
this issue in a scientific manner. The candidate has put in a substantial amount of effort in carrying out 
this research and is commended for completing it. 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

Yes, it is suitable. But it can the word profile be replaced with activity.   

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some 
points in this section? Please write your 
suggestions here. 

 

Yes, it is comprehensive.  

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please 
write here. 

Yes, it is scientifically, but there some notes: 
1- The first letter of (anopheles) is written in capital letter.   
2- Delete the word (treatment) from title of subsection 2.3 and replace it with laboratory conditions. 
3- Include the packed cell volume (PCV) with formula and rectal temperature procedures in 
MATERIALS AND METHODS as subsections to know how the tests conducted.  
4- Why the PCV and rectal temperature results on day 0 and day 4 not include in the results? Also 
there isn't comparison between the measurements on day 0 and day 4.  
5- Are the values (p> 0.05)   in the subsection 3.5 correct? Explain that. 
6- In the table 6, write PYR(Pyrimethiamine), but in table 7 write CQ(Chloroquine) and why use 
Pyrimethiamine in this test instead of  Chloroquine? Explain that. 
 
 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 
 

Yes, it is.  

Is the language/English quality of the article 
suitable for scholarly communications? 

 

Yes, it is suitable. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

I value the work presented in this manuscript. With some improvements of the interpretation as 
suggested above, I believe the manuscript will be in a better form. 
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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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