Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Advances in Research 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AIR_136867

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Sero-Prevalence and Immunological Profile of SARS-CoV-2 Antibodies in Nigerian Sickle Cell Disease Patients during the COVID-19 Pandemic

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
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	Author’s Feedback (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 paper holds great value for scientists, as it fills a key knowledge gap about how people with sickle cell disease (SCD) in Africa respond to SARS-CoV-2, both in their immune system and blood. Since Nigeria has the world's highest number of SCD cases, this research gives crucial local data to help doctors and public health experts in similar places. What they found about blood clotting issues and immune responses can help tailor care during outbreaks. Also, the study shows we need to keep a close eye on high-risk groups and take specific action to help them. This leads to better healthcare and readiness for future disease outbreaks.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	yes
	

	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 of the article sums up the background, goal, methods main findings, and conclusion. It provides a clear and informative overview. However, we can make some changes to make it better in terms of clarity, flow, and scientific completeness.

✅ Strong points:

The background explains why SCD matters in Nigeria and how COVID-19 adds to the risks.

The goal is short and easy to understand.

It reports key results (blood differences and antibody findings) with relevant statistical comparisons.

The conclusion points out the clinical implications well.

❗Ideas to improve:

Make the Sample and Setting Clear

Add a brief note about the number of participants and where the study took place. This will help readers grasp the scope of the study.

Suggested Addition:

"The study involved 167 people (122 SCD patients and 45 healthy controls) from University College Hospital, Ibadan."

Make Antibody Results Clearer

The current line "SARS-CoV-2 IgG/IgM levels did not differ ..." lacks detail.

Proposed Change:

"SCD patients showed higher average SARS-CoV-2 IgG and IgM antibody levels, but these differences weren't meaningful when compared to the control group."

Explain the Age-IgM Link Better

The relationship between age and IgM is noteworthy and needs a more thorough explanation.
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The language is adequate for scholarly communication
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