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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

Minor REVISION comments 1 The difference in nomenclature is that Paragonimus is a genus with two

species, P. africanus and P. uterobilateralis which were not identifed before

1. In some parts of the manuscript, the authors refer to the parasite as Paragonimus sputum examination, thus the use of Paragonimus species. The reliable
uterobilateralis, and in other parts solely as Paragonimus. Why the difference in the | technique performed to be able to refer to it as P. uterobilateralis was the
nomenclature?. What reliable techniques were performed in order to be able to concentration technique, which revealed a mass of golden brown-coloured,
refer to it as P. uterobilateralis? large operculated eggs.

2. Fig.2. Please do not repeat data on the Figure that has been explained already on | 2. Data has been removed from the figure.
the manuscript. Either you explain data with the Figure or on the manuscript.

3.The name Sudanautes africanus has been added in the text

3. Conclusion: The authors name Sudanautes africanus for the first time in the
conclusion. It should have been named before, anywhere in the text.

Optional/General comments The manuscript contains valuable information to be published, after the review comments
have been made.
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