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 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 

 

Abstract:  

Line 17:  An introduction sentence explaining the rational 

and the objective would be welcome. 

Line 23: It would be more accurate to state that the study 

shows a risk of T.cruzi transmission among pregnant 

women attending this health facility rather than 

generalizing to all non-endemic countries. 

 

Article: 

Line 33: Provide the rate of T.cruzi transmission from 

pregnant infected mothers to their offspring to reinforce 

the rational.  

Line 46: Did the investigators discriminated between 

recently arrived (thus potentially more exposed to T. 

cruzi infection) and US-born women with Hispanic 

names? Please provide more information on criteria of 

eligibility.  

Line 48: If I understand well, specimen were made 

anonymous and sociodemographic data not collected, 

therefore making it impossible to determine groups more 

at risk. That is the major limitation of that study. If 

available, provide information about sociodemographic 

characteristics of the 200 participants (age, country of 

origin at least).  

Lines 72-79: These are background information to add to 

the first section of the article.  

As the main study result is the evidence of the potential 

for congenital T. cruzi transmission in Dallas, a more 

thorough discussion about previous similar studies in the 
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US and possibly in Europe would shed more light on the 

importance of such result. Moreover, briefly discussing 

the possible strategies to implement (targeted versus 

universal screening) would add strength to the 

manuscript. 

Please check again the references about evidences of 

vertical transmission in the US: some refer to vertical 

transmission in Europe or Latin America only. 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

Line 33: I suggest numerating the references by order of 

appearance.  

 

 

Optional/General comments 

 

This interesting study needs to be presented with more 

accurate information and the discussion better 

developed to receive the attention it deserves.   
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