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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- The authors concentrated mainly on experimental and immunological studies.
We suggest to include more clinical human-based studies in this regard if
available.

2- We think that authors need to illustrate more how the co-infection is variable
clinically from single infection by discussing further details about the clinical
signs , hospital courses, challenges in management, mortality etc. depending on
clinical references such as number 4 and 8 or any more references.

3- The conclusion is too short. Summary of paper hypothesis in clear statements is
important for readers. l.e the experimental and clinical variabilities between
single infection co-infection by different species of malaria with different species
of leishmania or summarize it in a table.

Amended

Corrected

Done

Minor REVISION comments

- It seems better if authors compare between malaria-cutaneous leishmania
and malaria-visceral leishmania co-infection in two different paragraphs in
discussion.

- A figures that explain the usual immune response to malaria and leishmania
infection will facilitate understanding of authors messages.

Revised

Done

Optional/General comments

- Better to be reviewed by an immunologist.

- It seems that the authors were trapped with limited number of words according to journal
regulations. Such topics could require more space to illustrate its hypothesis. 300-500 words
more will be enough.
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