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	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 important in the sense that the findings of the study can help in the diagnosis and prognosis of PSWI. It can also help in coming up with interventions that are necessary in managing patients with PSWI. Serum levels of interferon gamma and interleukin four and also the full blood count parameters of female patients with PSWI can be utilized to determine the severity of the infection such in turn will aid clinical decisions and treatment plans.
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	It is suitable
	

	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.


	It is comprehensive as it touches on all the pertinent issues.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is scientifically correct as it borders on empirical scientific evidence
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	The references are sufficient, relevant and recent.
	

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


	Very suitable
	

	Optional/General comments


	Under study design: The statement, “Male patients with PSWI in female surgical ward”, I presume should read “Female patients with PSWI in female surgical ward”
On inclusion criteria, it is important to justify why the study just focused in females. Need to highlight why males were excluded from the study.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

All the ethical issues have been addressed. Informed consent was obtained from respondents. The full blood count test is part of the routine procedures in the management of patients with PSWI.
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	Not really
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	Not suspected. 
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