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PART  1: Review  Comments 

 

Compuls ory   REVISION  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) 
Pleas e write a few s entences regarding  the 
importance 

of this manus cript for the s cientific community.  Why 

do you like (or dis like) this manus cript?  A minimum  of 

3-4 s entences may be required for this part. 

The s tudy highlights PfKelch13 gene polymorphis ms  in Côte d'Ivoire  and its relation to the 
emergence of 

res is tance to Artemis inin-bas ed  combination  therapies  in the malarial  infection in a s cientific 
and 

s ys tematic manner.  The candidate  has put in a s ubs tantial  amount  of effort in carrying out 

this res earch and is commende d  for completing  it. 

 

Is the title of the article s uitable? 

(If not pleas e s ugges t an alternative  title) 

Yes , it is s uitable.  

Is the abs tract of the article comprehens ive?  Do you 

s ugges t the addition  (or deletion)  of s ome points  in 

this s ection? Pleas e write your s ugges tions here. 

Yes , the article is comprehens ive.  

Are s ubs ections and s tructure of the manus 

cript appropriate? 

Yes , it is appropriate ,  but s ugges ts : 

1- In the s tudy population  and s ampling  s ubs ection, identify  the artemis inin derivatives  that 

were given to the patients  in clinical trials . 
2- In the DNA is olation and genotyping  s ubs ection, there is an error in the s equence of 
K13_N1_R  and the 
primer reference mus t be indicated. 

3- In the res ults , include a figure of agaros e gel for amplification  of PfKelch13  fragment. 

4- If pos s ible, include a figure that s hows the s equence point mutation. 

5- Dis cus s ion needs recent references to compare  the res ults . 

 

Pleas e write a few s entences regarding  the s 

cientific correctnes s of this manus cript.  Why do you 

think that this manus cript  is s cientifically robus t 

and technically s ound? A minimum  of 3-4 s 

entences may be required for this part. 

I think that this manus cript is s cientifically robus t becaus e it is bas ed on real malaria  

patients , practical experiments , and real res ults . The manus cript is s equential, flexible, and 

well-organized.  The manus cript objectives  are clear, the methods  content is acceptable  with 

enough information  to repeat  the experiments , the res ults are comprehens ive,  and the res 

ults were dis cus s ed in a s cientific and objective  manner  but needs  to update  references . 

 

Are the references s ufficient and recent? If you have 

s ugges tions of additional   references , pleas e 

mention them in the review form. 

- 

In general, recent references are needed to enhance the res ults .  

Minor REVISION  comments 

 
Is the language/Englis h quality of the article s 

uitable for s cholarly communications ? 

 

 
Yes , it is s uitable. 

 

Optional/General   comments I value the work pres ented in this manus cript.  With s ome improve ments   of the interpretation  

as s ugges ted above,  I believe the manus cript  will be in a better form. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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