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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 
 

 
 

1. Why did the authors use 0.4% DMSO as negative control whereas the final 
concentration of DMSO in the wells was 0.0875%? Some literature report 
DMSO limitation in the culture to be 0.025%-0.05%. 

2. The yield of the pure compounds reported to be (0.50-3.66) % by the authors, 
is it with respect to the fractions, crude extract or original sample weighed? 

3. Line 501, the first name of the first author can be written followed by the 
reference number i.e. [35] to make reading easier for readers if that does not 
conflict with the journal referencing format 

4. The authors should state the stage of parasite used, whether the 
trophozoites, rings, schizonts, gametocytes etc. 

5. Were the parasites synchronised before the assay? 

 
 
1. Correction made. 
 
2. Percentage yield was respect to weight of crude extracts. 
3. It conflicts with the journal referencing format, however I have 
restructured the sentence as highlighted in the text. 
4. Gametocytes were used as stated in the text. 
5. Yes the parasites were synchronised before the assay. 

Minor REVISION comments 
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