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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 portrays an interesting issue, which is the search for new 
antimalarials.  However, this study has several limitations and is poorly written. It 
looks like a technical report and not a scientific report.  
The main limitation is the small size of sample, lack of controls, and poorly 
characterized methodology. It cannot be called a clinical efficacy study because it 
lacks the basics of a clinical study. It does not have a statistical analysis either.  
I suggest the manuscript is revised and change to ‘A pilot study of the use of Picrorhiza 
kurroa in patients with malaria’  

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Pictures are of low quality, need to be improved. 
Reference links are inserted in the middle of the text; they should go to the end.  
Graphs lacks legends.  
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