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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 
 

 
 
Methodology 
 
Curative Activity: You made smears for just one day on day 5. You were supposed to 
make smears everyday 72 hour post-inoculation from Day 0 to Day 5, to monitor the 
decrease or increase in the parasitaemia while administering the compounds. The aim of 
curative study is for the compound to clear the parasite. If the compound cannot clear the 
parasite in the mice then it is not efficacious. 
 
Prophylactic Activity: After inoculation the mice were supposed to be left for 72 hours 
and not 24 hours before making smears.  
 
Result of the prophylactic activity showed that the parasitaemia after 24 hours post 
inoculation is 20%. This is not likely to be correct for the parasitaemia to be this high within 
a day. Please you need to check this out. 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
 
The methodology in both Curative and prophylactics are not well defined. The Author 
should correct them. 
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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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