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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.


	Research on the awareness of Lassa fever in the region where the study was carried out is significant and worthy of investigation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable and appropriate for the study.
	

	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.


	i. The method used for the study was not clearly stated in the abstract. The author should briefly add to line 12. 
ii. Also, justification was stated in line 9 and 12. Kindly delete that of line 12 and add to it for example Using cross-sectional data from 1,192 residents and 180 Primary Healthcare (PHC) personnel, questionnaires were administered to ……….. and statistically analzed.
iii. Abstract should be a single paragraph. So, author should link up the three paragraph as one.
iv. Line 121, the author mentioned interview while in line 129, author mentioned questionnaire. The author should put clarity.

v. The method is too ambiguous as Computer Assisted Personal Interview (CAPI) was also used. So, kindly sate clearly the instrument that was used for the study.

vi. Under Results and discussion, the author was starting the sentences with Table …. Line 224, 229………

vii. The discussion was not well written. Let the author compare the findings in this study with several other reports in the area of Lassa fever virus.
viii. Conclusion should come after discussion

ix. I assume recommendation may not be necessary.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The concept of this work is scientific.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are too scanty for the concept of Lassa fever virus. There are a lot of research and review articles on Lassa from the country of study used by the author. There should be references under discussion also which enable the authors to validate their findings based on reported data.
	

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


	 The is fairly presented.
	

	Optional/General comments
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	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? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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