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The Conclusion is too long, please try and shorten it. 
Line 48: P.f is one of the six Plasmodium species infecting 
Man 
 
Line50: Please cite recent reference. 
 
 
Line 62: Occurring in Africa region, please remove the WHO 
 
Line 80: please cite recent reference. 
 
 
Line 113: who sleeps inside the net and not under. 
 
 
Is there any difference between ITNs and LLINs? If yes then I 
think LLINs is appropriate to use. 
 
Line 192:  Why was thin film not made? What of if you had 
other species apart from P.f? 
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Done 
 
 
Done 
 
 
Done 
 
 
Done 
 
Done 
 
Thin film was made but no other species was 
found. Line 277 

Minor REVISION comments   
Optional/General comments 
 

The study was a good one but all the issues mentioned 
above should be addressed. 

 

 


