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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript is significant to the research community because it brings to light recent evidence that can guide policy actors and future researchers. This is so considering the recent establishment of the National Malaria Elimination Programme (NMEP), which aims to end malaria in the country. Beyond the shores of Nigeria, the study could also adequately inform international actions against malaria in Africa and beyond. This study is also in line with the Sustainable Development Goal (SDG) specifically Target 3.1 which aims to reduce the global maternal mortality ratio to less than 70 per 100,000 live births by 2030.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is perfect. I only recommend changing “treatment seeking” to “treatment-seeking”.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract is comprehensive enough as it touches every aspect of the paper. However, in the conclusion section of the abstract (“Malaria prevalence was 25.5% …”), I recommend merging of the sentences into two for better readability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is good. However, there is a need to be more elaborate regarding the methodology. 

i. What drugs were given to the patients? 

ii. In Table 2, why were the chi-square and p-value not calculated for malaria symptoms and other aspects?
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	1. “Megha et. al 2007”. This reference is outdated. Consider recent data on maternal mortality due to malaria.

2. There should be a reference regarding the “gold standard microscopy” so readers can be able to get a better understanding of the exact steps used in the laboratory investigation.

3. Include epidemiological data on the prevalence of malaria among pregnant women in Nigeria in the introductory section.

4. “Several studies conducted in Nigeria have reported malaria prevalence rates that vary (Okwa, 2003; Oluwagbemiga et al., 2018; Agomo et al.,2009; Idris et al., 2023).” There is no clear pattern regarding how you arranged these in-text references. It should either be arranged according to the author’s name or year or publication depending on your institutional recommendation. Also 2003 and 2009 references are too old. Consider recent studies.

5. Your references in general (both in-text and the reference page) do not follow a clear pattern. Consider using a standard referencing style such as APA or MLA.

6. Arrange references alphabetically with proper indentations.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	1. The language seems suitable. However, a few modifications are suggested. 

2. Everywhere “treatment seeking” appears should be changed to “treatment-seeking”.

3. “The prevalence of malaria was 25.5% (51/200). [95% CI = 19.6-32.1]”. The full stop before the [ is not necessary.

4. All “et. al,” should be converted to “et al.,”

5. All “World Malaria report” should be “World Malaria Report”

6. “It has an area of 167km² and a population of 172,557 in the 2006 census majority of people in Eket is fishermen, hunters, farmers, weavers and they speak Ekid, Ibibio and English.” : There should be a full stop before the majority. “Eket is fishermen, …” should become “Eket are fishermen, …”
	

	Optional/General comments


	None
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	There are none. All ethical concerns were addressed and reported
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	None
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	None
	


	PART  3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:



	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”


I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer
	PART  4: Objective Evaluation:



	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 

( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 

Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	7.5


	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):



	
	Author’s Feedback
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