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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	Certainly the manuscript has merit but several components of research were missing. Authors would need to re-work all comments of the research. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title need modification to specify that selected Haematological Parameters since not all Haematological parameters were evaluated. 
	

	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 not succent enough to answer important questions for examples No background information, no highlight of the existing knowledge, no details about the existing gaps the work intended to address, and methodology is not detailed as expected. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	        Several gaps exist in the manuscript from Introduction to Discussion and references.  
 Introduction not comprehensive enough, too short and cited mostly are published more than 10 years ago (only 4/25 (15.4%) cited literature are within the last 10 years. 

Materials and Methods: The study samples size calculation not stated, actual Laboratory methods information provided.  NO inclusion and exclusion criteria. Participants selection either probability or non-probability method not stated. No Quality Assurance and Internal Quality Control systems stated to validate testing outcome. Additionally, how was the data collected cleaned, checked for completeness, correctness and consistency. Any data transformation due to skewed data etc. Data analysis tools used to explored differences between two groups and what confidence of interval employed. 

Results: 

Majorly, the Platelets indices across tables seems skewed hence higher standard deviation reported was extremely high.  
Discussion: Too short in length and scope of discission not bread as expected while no limitation highlighted by the authors.  

 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	A total twenty-six (26) articles cited but only 4 are within the last 10 years of publication hence more most resent references are required to further raise the quality of the work. 
	

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


	The authors would benefit from English native   reviewers to address gaps in scholar communication gaps. 
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	
	


	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”


	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)
	7.3



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



	
	Author’s Feedback

	
	


Reviewer Details:
This section is mandatory to prepare the Reviewer Certificate. 

Please complete this section carefully. Reviewer Certificate will be generated by using this information only. 

Your Certificate will be wrong, if you provide incorrect information. 

Please note modification of certificate will not be possible after generation. 

Certificate will not be issued if incomplete information is provided.

	Name of the Reviewer
	Dr. Jegede Feyisayo Ebenezer

	Department of Reviewer
	Laboratory 

	University or Institution of Reviewer
	C/o Bayero University Kano

	Country of Reviewer
	Nigeria 

	Position: (Professor/lecturer, etc.) of Reviewer
	N/A (Not working in the University) 

	Email ID of Reviewer
	feyisayojegede@gmail.com
feyisayojegede@gmail.com

	WhatsApp Number of Reviewer (Optional)
	

	Write 5-8 Keywords regarding expertise of Reviewer
	Trained Medical Laboratory Scientist, Epidemiology, Parasitology, Haematology and Blood Group Serology and PhD was on similar work reviewed. 


Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


