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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
Abstract 

1) Your methodology is incomplete (what method did you use to capture 

mosquitoes?, How did you determine the status of female mosquitoes regarding 

malaria infection?) 

2) How many mosquitoes were captured? 

3) The conclusion of your study is lacking in the abstract. Please, add a conclusion 

4) Reduce the number of Keywords! Certain of them are not consistent with the title of 

manuscript 

 
Introduction 
Lines 42-46: Add bibliographic references 

Your introduction deeply lacks bibliographic references 
 
Materials and Methods 

1) Lines 71-72: Specify how did you do to distinguish between unfed, gravid, half-

gravid and fed mosquitoes. 

2) Your methodology is incomplete: How many days your collection of mosquitoes 

lasted? Because I think the sample size of captured mosquitoes is small enough as 

compared with study of the same type. 

 

Results 
Discussion 

1) Lines 118-139: You have to link this paragraph to your findings on sporozoite rates 

2) Lines 130-136: It is not clear how this paragraph is related to your proper findings. 

In other words, I don’t understand what you want explain or demonstrate 

3) Lines 130-136: It is not clear how this paragraph is related to your proper findings. 

In other words, I don’t understand what you want explain or demonstrate 

4) Lines 137-150: It is not clear how this paragraph is related to your proper findings. 

In other words, I don’t understand what you want explain or demonstrate 

5) Lines 151-170: It is not clear how this paragraph is related to your proper findings. 

In other words, I don’t understand what you want explain or demonstrate 

 
Conclusion 
Add a conclusion within this work 
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2) You have to specify the limitations of your study 

3) Be careful with your references as some of them are not properly presented as per 

guidelines of the journal.  Please go through and deal with it 

4) Reference N°1 is too old. Replace it by a more recent reference as the World 

Malaria Report of 2018 
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Introduction 
Lines 35-36: Add bibliographic references 

Line 37: Add bibliographic references 
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Results 
Discussion 
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