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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the 
article. 4 

The title content is clear, but it would be sound better if it like this  
“Preventive Measures against Vectors of Malaria in Akanda, South-west of Gabon: 
Knowledge, Attitudes, Practices, and Beliefs”  
 

2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and 
results. 4 



Abstract format is different from the manuscripts I used to receive in the past. 
Nothing wrong with this submitted abstract as it has all the required information of 
the study comprehensively. I do not know if ESJ has changed the format for it. So, 
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4. The study methods are explained clearly. 5 

The methods are explained well. It provides enough information about sampling 
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errors. 3 

In the results section, Tables 1, 2, and 4 could be presented well graphically, and I 
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