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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. In Parasitological Assessment: 10% Giemsa stain is usually stained for 5-10 mins 
2. Five millilitres not 5ml, do not start a statement with figure. 
3. Administration of ACTs: Were the Participants asked to stay in the clinic to take the 

second dose or how was the second dose administrated as DOT? 
4. Determination of Treatment outcomes: Were the Participants not monitored on Day 

2? 
 
 

1. In Parasitological Assessment: 10% Giemsa stain is usually 
stained for 5-10 mins 
 

Responses 
 The corrections have been done on the entire document 
 It is true that that the giemsa stain is stained for 5- 10 minutes in  

 
 
 

2. Five millilitres not 5ml, do not start a statement with figure. 
 

Responses 
 The corrections have been done on the entire document 

 
 

 
3. Administration of ACTs: Were the Participants asked to stay in 

the clinic to take the second dose or how was the second dose 
administrated as DOT? 
 

Responses 
 The corrections have been done on the entire document 

 
 The participants were not allowed to stay in the clinic.  
 The first dose was given at the health facilities while the second 

and third doses were given at the places of residence of the 
participants. 
 
 

4. Determination of Treatment outcomes: Were the Participants not 
monitored on Day 2? 

Responses 
 On day 1 and day 2 the participants were given first dose and 

second dose of the ant malaria drug by following the direct 
observation treatment (DOT) procedures. 

 Consequently clinical examinations such as physical 
examination, body weight, and body temperature and drug 
adverse effects were conducted by a qualified clinician in all 
follow up days. 

 
 
 
 
 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1. ACTs  not ACTS please correct this 
2. 1 ml not 1ML 
3. Put all the In vivo in italics 

 

1. ACTs  not ACTS please correct this 
 
Responses 

 The corrections have been done on the entire document 
2. 1 ml not 1ML 
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Responses 
 The corrections have been done on the entire document 

 
3. Put all the In vivo in italics 

Responses 
 The corrections have been done on the entire document 

 
 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
This is a very good clinical study. 
 

 

 


