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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 
 

Line 49: It should be Malaria infection and not malaria parsitaemia. 
 
Line 55: Change all the Malaria parasitaemia to malaria parasite. 
 
Line 82: For this type of study Verbal consents not acceptable 
 
Microscopy: The Plus (+) system is not acceptable for this type of study to determine the 
prevalence of malaria. Parasite density needs to be calculated to be able to determine the 
malaria prevalence in this study. The PI should get all the slides and give it to a good 
microscopist to read the slides. So the parasite density can be calculated. 
 
Line 125: Was the white sheets laid on the walls or on the floor of the rooms before 
spraying with insecticide? 
 
References: The references were too old. Only four of the references were Less than 10 
years old.. Recent references should be cited. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The methodology of the study was not properly carried out. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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