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This is an interesting paper that presents a unique method of understanding the progression of malarial 
infections in murine models. The authors are advised to attend to the following comments: 

1. Under section 2.1 in methods, it is written that the mice were “maintained under conventional 
conditions”, but these conditions are not defined. It might be helpful to define them in order to 
increase replicability. 

2. Under section 3.1 in results, the first paragraph contains the following sentence which is difficult 
to piece together and understand: “Artesunate treatment was initiated at day 5 p.i., when mice 
start to exhibit symptoms of severe disease including liver damage, which lead to a rapid decline 
in parasitemia associated with complete protection from fatal neurological symptoms.” It 
contains an ambiguous antecedent so that the phrase beginning with “which” could refer to the 
liver damage or the treatment. 

3. Under section 3.2 in results, the second paragraph begins with an explanation of a method. As 
such it should belong in the methods section and only the results should be explained in the 
results section. 

4. Figure 1A looks very busy and could be cleaned up to look less cluttered. 
5. Figure 1C was already described in the text so it seems unnecessary to include a diagram 

explaining what is occurring, especially when the paper already contains so many figures. 
6. Under section 3.3 in results, the second paragraph describes the method used and should be 

included in the methods section so that only the results are presented in the results section. 
7. Figure 2A seems unnecessary because the experiment conducted was already described in the 

text succinctly and effectively. 
8. A deeper and more in-depth dialogue about how the novel adoptive transfer approach will 

enhance current knowledge and how its benefits will surpass current techniques would help to 
highlight the major findings to add to the existing literature. 

9. Figure 3A seems unnecessary because the experiment was already thoroughly explained in the 
text. The figure does not add the understanding of the experiment. 

The abstract neatly explains the problem, hypothesized solution, and results in a very concise and 
informative manner. Also, the introduction presents the background information and currently known 
literature information very well. 

This article would receive a provisional acceptance if the above mentioned issues are addressed. 


