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This manuscript assesses the prevalence of parasitic carriage in pregnant women 
and the risks associated with plasmodial infection in Cameroon. 
 
The manuscript is well written and responds to two main scientific questions: 
parasite prevalence in pregnant women and factors associated with infection. 
 
What are the plasmodial species observed on microscopy? 
 
What is the average parasite density in women who are incised? 
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