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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 

 
The authors present results suggesting that a 
ciprofloxacin/quinine combination therapy may be 
promising in areas with multidrug resistance. However, 
they show no proof that this combination is effective 
against resistant P. berghei.  
A key issue rose when comparing the results of 
Abolghasem, E. et al, 2012: the radically different dose 
sensitivity for quinine. How do the authors rationalize this 
difference? 
In several places the authors state that “significant 
reduction” was demonstrated (lines 29 and 297). I believe it 
is important to specify which statistical program was use in 
analysis.  
The manuscript contains several stylistics errors or 
incorrect or confusing statements, e.g. on line 21 ("varying 
does" should be "varying doses"); line 51 (“liver and 
brian”; presumably the authors mean brain?); line 300 (2.9 
mg/ml; presumably the authors mean 12.9 mg/ml?) 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 
The text should be revised for spelling errors. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 

 
Considering the significant impact of resistance problem 
this kind of research is highly relevant. However, poor 
editing contribute to impression that there has been a lack 
of attention to detail. 

 

 
Note: Anonymous Reviewer   


