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This is a very interesting review article on the use 
of the Pfs25 protein as an antigen as a strategy to 
block the transmission of malaria. 
 
The review article is important for the scientific 
community as it offers an overview of the subject. 
The title is appropriate, as is the abstract, which 
is comprehensive. The sections of the 
manuscript are correct and the article seemed 
scientifically correct to me. I only have one 
criticism, regarding the references. They are in 
sufficient numbers, but they are not recent. 
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Although there are some spelling mistakes, the 
manuscript is well written 
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My biggest criticism is regarding the references, 
which are a bit old. 
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