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PART 1 (Importance of the manuscript) 

	
	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 


	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.
	Earlier knowledge of genotype status guides in decision making when preparing for the future as mentioned by authors. Lack of awareness and late detection following childbirth requires medical attention which may have serious economic impact. Hence, the need for assessment of knowledge, attitude and practice on a large scale in other areas.


	



PART 2.1 (Objective Evaluation)

	
	Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 

	1. Is the title clear and appropriate for the study? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5
	

	2. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5
	

	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5
	

	4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5
	

	5. Are the research objectives/hypotheses clearly stated?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5
	

	6. Is the literature review relevant and up to date?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5
	

	7. Is the research methodology appropriate for the study?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5
	

	8. Were ethical issues properly addressed (if applicable)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5
	

	9. Are the results presented clearly? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5
	

	10. Are tables and figures clear, relevant, and necessary?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable


	5
	

	11. Does the discussion relate findings to existing literature?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5
	

	12. Are the conclusions supported by the data?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5
	

	13. Are the limitations of the study discussed?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5
	

	14. Are the references relevant and sufficient (in number)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	5
	

	15. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	5
	



PART 2.2 (Subjective Evaluation)

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Is the title of the article suitable?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.

	YES
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
s
If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.

	YES
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement
.
	YES
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? 
(YES or NO)

If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.

	YES
	

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
(YES or NO)

(If yes, kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

	NO
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PART 3
Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):

	
	Author’s Feedback

	Minor revision required;


knowledge, attitudes, and practices (KAP)- capitalize each word
Methodology: carried out on 410 students of Kwara State College of Education, Ilorin- insert a comma “,” after Ilorin,
Conclusion: and not lack of awareness and cost, - re-write

Introduction
genotype-phenotype correlations in hereditary diseases, particularly sickle cell disease (SCD)- capitalize each word “sickle cell disease”
Sickle cell disease (SCD) is one of the serious public health problems in Nigeria- capitalize each word “sickle cell disease”
before reaching five years old because of a - replace with “due to” 
According to Ezenwosu et al., the prevalence rate of people- insert year


Empirical Framework

Overview of Genotype Testing
Genotype testing's uses- delete 's”:
Studies on neonatal sickle cell disease (SCD) screening in Nigeria – capitalize each word “sickle cell disease”
Study Population
who are currently registered for the 2025 /2026 academic session- check spacing “2025 /2026
Instrument and Method of Data Collection
two trained research assistants play a significant role as they help in the distribution and collection of the self-administered questionnaire.-  past tense
Results- should begin on the next page

Socio-demographic characteristics of respondents

Table 5: Factors Influencing the Practice of Genotype Screening- Caption be positioned right above the Table
Table 6: Association between socio-demographics characteristics and knowledge of genotype screening- Caption be positioned right above the Table

Discussion
Socio-demographic Characteristics of Respondents 
This study assessed the knowledge of, attitude towards, and practice- delete of, …… towards

Knowledge of Genotype Screening 
therapeutic nihilism (e.g., Durrani et al., 2023)- delete e.g.,

Overall Score for Knowledge of Genotype Screening – Caption be positioned right above the Table
Screening 
Li et al.- insert year
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