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It is a very interesting work because it throws as information, for this particular case, the 
difference between the two techniques, which is always a point of discussion in order to 
find a quick method to diagnose in the field, although the gold standard method is the 
microscopy. 
In the results, It is convenient that the written part be shortened, since it is a mere repetition 
of what appears in the tables. 
 
It is recommended to merge tables 5 and 3. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
As it will be a paper, in the discussion it can be shortened more, avoiding being repetitive 
with the results 
 

 
 
Revised as recommended. 
 
 
 
The authors see no reason to emerge tables 3 and 5. The former shows the 
frequency of occurrence of Plasmodium falciparum malaria infection among 
the study participants using microscopic method, while the later shows the 
severity of plasmodium falciparum malaria infection among those who tested 
positive by the same method. 
 
 
Revised as required. 
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After a dot, numbers must be written  
Error: and microscopic methods. 5 ml of venous blood (See in the abstract) 
Correct: and microscopic methods. Five ml of venous blood 
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