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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 
 

 
This article is a very nice review about congenital toxoplasmosis. 
The article is well structured, based on recent scientific literature. References are 
complete. 
There are only minor suggestions. 
I suggest to change the title to” Congenital toxoplasmosis: present and future 
challenges, a review”, as both words have spelling mistakes and I did not find any 
mention for an acronym for (Prozspect)…. 
At pages 13 and 14 there are spelling mistakes for toxoplasmosis (written: 
taxoplasmosis). 
Beside these minor corrections, I consider the text suitable for publication. 
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Optional/General comments 
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APART  2:  
 

 
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) 
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