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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 
 

Very interesting study. Well set. Proves that the suspect malaria flag should be used as an 
indicator to screen the samples for malaria by specific methods when reported the flag. The 
authors have rightly recognized all the limitations of the study. Τhe protocol followed is 
reproducible and well-designed. The references are sufficient. 
According to this reviewer’s opinion this paper should be published. 

Sir/Ma’am 
Thank you for your valuable feedback and support. 
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