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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	Author has tried to find out the serological level of COVID antibodies in patients with sickle cell anaemia. They have demonstrated the immunological status of IgG and IgM antibodies of COVID in patients with sickle cell anaemia. It also correlates the immunological level on basis of age 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Alternative title could be seroprevalence of SARS CO V2 antibodies in patients with sickle cell anaemia in Nigerian Population
	

	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.


	Blood parameters explained in abstract hasn’t been explained in result section of the main text
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Incorrect
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References has also been done for limitations and blood studies of other authors rather than explaining their own results.
	

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


	Fine but not perfect
	

	Optional/General comments


	I would commend authors for presenting this interesting topic but lots of datas in results are missing like blood parameters. Result section only have tables without texts related to them 
-Abstract should clarify more into the aims and objectives of the paper

-Study has discussed regarding the hematological and coagulation parameters but where are the results for that

-There is no significant differences in immunological status of test groups with SCD and normal population. How could the study infers that the mild differences would help in finding out the vulnerable people of SCD in need of vaccine.

- Instead of blood system use proper medical terminology like hematological system

- Kindly use cross-sectional or case control. For me the study looks like case control as medical records has been used for the patient details being a retrospective study. Kindly show in odds ratio of how much odds of SCD people have issues compared to the normal population

- Graph on correlation will be better. Its better to state in objective of the study that you also planned to find out the age wise correlation of immunoglobulin 

-Discussion needs improvements by using linking phrases to state your results and comparing previous studies results.

- Kindly conclude with your finding and don’t make assumptions your conclusions. You can present your finding only in the conclusions.


	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)


	


Reviewer details:

Jeevan Kumar Sharma, India
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

