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 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 

 

Please clarify the ethical issue: 

 

approval was obtained from the Chief Medical 

Director of the University Health Centre. Informed 

consent of the study subjects was sought from the 

students before samples were collected from them 

Thank you. Necessary corrections has been 

made. 

Minor REVISION comments   

Optional/General comments 

 
After reviewing this manuscript, my comments 
are: 
To talk about the  Malaria and its causal agents  
are very important. This disease is distributed  
worldwide and causes annually  a high percentage 
of death. To give an idea about the ABO, Rhesus 
factor  and malaria  susceptibility or 
 resistance is good 

- There are many repetition ( details and numbers 

in the text are the same  in the tables! As well as 

in the discussion!) 
- The references used are good. But there are 

many mistakes when citing references in 
the text 

 

 


