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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 work is very interesting, since it is something that usually goes unnoticed and yet it is a 
very important aspect in the diagnosis for treatment, especially in areas where malaria is in 
the elimination stage and as there are not many cases, less experienced microscopists can 
give a false diagnosis by not training their eyes a lot. 
 
I only have one suggestion, it seems to me that the title has to be fixed, since reading is 
confused and it seems that the study was done in patients and not in microscopists and 
doctors. It is important that in the title it appears that the study was done for both 
professionals.  
I liked how the discussion was made. 
 

It’s about the testing and how the treatment is done. Treatment was important 
because we evaluates treatment based on test result. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
 
In the introduction it is not important to mention the part of the treatment, it could be 
eliminated. 
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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) 
 

 
No ethical issues. 
 

 


