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Minor REVISION comments   

Optional/General comments 

 

After reviewing this paper, I find it very weak.  

I can’t consider it as original research or short 

communication.   

 the author (s) focused on the prevalence rate of Malaria 

in India. 

There is too many writing mistakes   

There are too many repetition 

At the beginning, The authors used abbreviation without 

any explaining   

About references citation in the text, the authors used 

both methods ( numeric “1,2…” and names “ Alemu et al. 

2012..). Usually, we must use one method    

Fig 2 is not necessary! 

Table 3 had not been cited in the text.  I guess  this table 3 

is not necessary 

As per suggestions we made appropriate 

changes in the study.  

 

We removed the authors name from the text. 

 

Figure 2 is removed from the study. 

 

 

 

 


