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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.
	Malaria is very important and it continues to pose public health challenge particularly in sub-Saharan Africa and other parts of the world. It is the main cause of morbidity, mortality, hospital admissions. Among children and pregnant women, it’s the main cause of anaemia. Although there are effective treatments, there are no vaccines. Western medicine is in short supply and in desperation people especially in rural area tends to go to traditional medicine in desperation. Therefore, this topic is very important to public health
	




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
	2
	

	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
	3
	

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

	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
	2
	

	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
	N/A
	

	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
	2
	

	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
	2
	

	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
	2
	

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

	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


	2
	

	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
	3
	

	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
	2
	

	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
	2
	

	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
	3
	

	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
	2
	




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.

	No, I suggest the following title:
The prevalence of Malaria and use of traditional medicine among Ebonyi state People in Nigeria
	

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

	1. Please explain how the participants were recruited
2. Please provide the method of how your questionnaires were administered
3. Was rapid diagnostic test done using blood from finger prick or venous blood?
4. For this 20% (=20) please use 20% (n=20) and be consistent throughout your document
5. Please report statistically significant results correctly. Find the statistics book or search on Google
6. Please derive your conclusion from the study findings you have presented in the results section. Sense what each result mean in the context of your study
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement
.
	No. I suggest the following should be corrected before it can be published:
1. This introduction section should start on fresh page. You have mixed up introduction with Background. The introduction needs to tell the reader what this article is about and how you have organized it in the chronological order in which the reader will read it. The background is about reporting what is known about the area in which you have conducted your research. However, if you are following the guidelines for the journal in which you will publish your article, then this is fine
2. Treatment and control of Malaria are two different things and their interventions are different. Please read and understand these two
3. Usually, it’s good to have research aim, objectives and questions. These help you to focus your study as well guiding your discussion and conclusions.
4. In the study area, you needed to justify why you chose these geographical features for your research and what are the relevance of this information you have provided in the context of your study focus. Note that this is not geography article therefore you need to tell the reader the relevance of these geographic features to your research
5. In results section pleases report statistics correctly. The percentage you have used is not correct. You have stated that some people among your sample of 100 did not consent to taking of blood for test. How many people were these? Your percentage of the positive should be out of the number of people whose blood was collected and tested.
6. In section 3.1.1 You cannot combine these two. Please present your sample characteristics at the start of your results presentation. The prevalence of Malaria is for your sample not for the region where you conducted your study. Please correct these
7. In the same 3.1.1You have reported these results wrongly. You need to present out of total number of people who consented to have their blood collected and tested. You needed to explain this in the methodology section of your article. Also present the statistics correctly as I have shown you above and be consistent
8. In this Table 1, to be consistent please change the presentation of this change to fit what I have suggested here for example: this should be 33.3%(n=2). Review these percentages as they are supposed to be out of the total that consented to having their blood taken and tested.
9. Please correct these results as they are not of the population, they are of the sample that participated in your study. Also correct the way you present statistics as I have shown above. Hove you explained in the methodology section how you go these results?
10. In 3.1.1.1.1 This heading is unclear needs revision. I am not sure if taking anti-malarial treatment can be called practice. I suggest it’s just those who take herbal medicine and those who take western medicine when they suffer from Malaria
11. The table 3 results needs to be summarized so that you present only those that are significant and put the rest in appendix
12. The discussion is weak and sounds like a repetition because you did not have research questions to guide the structure of your discussion. You needed to discuss the extent to whether you study findings have answered your research questions or not. You also needed to discuss who of the authors you have reviewed in your literature review section support your findings and who do not. I therefore suggest you need to develop research questions for your research/study
13. In conclusion section, you needed to conclude whether your study findings have helped you to achieve your research aims and objectives or not. Therefore, these would have helped to structure your conclusion section
14. The limitations should focus on how weak and how strong are your research findings to influence public health professional practice. Please revise these

	

	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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Fletcher Mngongonda Phiri, Teesside University, United Kingdom
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