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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

The study is relevant and well designed, although is very poorly
written in English. Because of this some parts are completely
incomprehensible.

Minor REVISION comments

There many minor errors, like “Eenterocytozoon and
Encyphalitozoon” (line 25), “there are two infecting ways
founded” (line 37), etc.

Lines 130 to 132 bring journal instructions — “Results should be
clearly described in a concise manner. Results for different
parameters should be described under subheadings or
separate paragraphs. Table or figures numbers should be
mentioned in parentheses for better understanding”.

No scale bar is shown in figure 2.

Optional/General comments

Correction by an English-native reviewer is mandatory.
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