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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 
 

 
Title: The title should be reframed.  
- Abstract: The abstract is unnecessarily lengthy (more than 300 words). 
- Give a space between values and units 
- Ensure scientific names are italicized 
- Give an appropriate title, instead of “Preparation of Mice” (Line 83) 
- Was the parasite obtained from an institute of from Professor O. G. Ademowo? 
- All the methodologies have no references 
- Some method description are unnecessarily lengthy 
- Does diluting 10 mL of Giemsa to 100 mL using water give 3 %? (Line 132) 
- What do you mean by “raw survival time”? 
- Lines 157 to 170 are not results. Rather, they are methods. Expunge 
- Each result (table/figure) should be introduced (briefly described) before it is 
presented 
- The result tables are not well presented as each column is not appropriately titled. 
- The percentage suppression will better be presented in a bar chart. This will make 
readers understand the result easily at a first glance 
- The result on percentage survival time not clear. Why do we have values as high as 
270 and the negative control for all the groups 100? Does this mean some of the 
animals survived up to 270 days? 
- Check the journal’s referencing style for citing and listing and be consistent. 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
-Replace Statistical analysis with “Data analysis” 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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