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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 This MS presents a retrospective description o s revision of cerebral
REVISION comments | malaria in children, a major cause of death in &rilt has some merit in the
work presented if authors agree to some modifioatmorrections.

This study uses clinical histories of human sulsjethe authors state that “the
study protocolsvere in accordance with the ethical standardshoWwever,
who gave consent to peruse clinical files? Werettents informed and
aware and did they agree or consent to such diseas study? Did they signja
written consent form? Did they consent publicatitfréthics is not required for
this study then it should be stated and a ratiprafided.

D

In the methodology, were the blood films stained?at\method? Parasite
densities were estimated and reported by + inftiatbs there repeats of the
thick blood smear to confirm efficacy of treatmendifferent days after
treatment initiation?

| believe that characterization of participantsiddde summarized and
presented in a Table. Also, patients and correspgraymptoms should be
presented in an additional Table for better consoariof cases and symptoms.
Twenty four patients were identified with CM; hovesyonly 20 are presented.
What happened to the other 4 cases? Of the 20,ddsbad CM, 5 had
meningitis and 3 septicemia and other forms of ieewrealaria. Therefore, only
12 patients did have CM (??) Please explain. Dedptitients have meningitis
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and malaria? Was fever quantified?

The different treatments for individual patientsrina separate Table if one
wants to fulfil the purpose of the study: ...out@may serve as a guide to
effectively manage cerebral malaria...(sic). Ofrseuall those new Tables
mean more work for the authors, but more valugtferMS. In other words, th
authors need to better organize their presentafioesults.

| think the lack of a repeated malaria smear dutime in hospital or before
release warrants some explanation.

The ensuing Discussion should be modified to accodate for the new betterf

organized results in new Tables.

The purpose or objective of the study should biidexd in the Conclusions.
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Minor REVISION

Optional /General
comments
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