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	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.


	This manuscript provides the burden of plasmodium parasite among pregnant women in the affected areas which is good for evidence based interventions.
It also elaborately provides information on the category who are most affected by the parasite which in the same way provides opportunity for strategic planning.

Thirdly gave a deep insight on the determinants of plasmodium parasite infection among the participants which is very key in addressing any problem.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	I suggest word plasmodium species be replaced with plasmodium parasite.
	

	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 is good however;
Study design and place and duration of study could be put under methodology.
A reader would be more interested in the significant factors or determinant of plasmodium parasite infection than  insignificant factors.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is satisfactorily scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The Manuscript has 17 references which is fairly okay but author could consider making it 25-30 references if possible.
Most of the references are current though could consider eliminating those before 2019
	

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


	The language and English is generally great.
There is however word “in another development”, which is under results discussion which I believe could be replace with a more scientific word.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is generally good for publication. The writing is precise and elaborate where necessary, and with good English.
There are few areas of correction as highlighted. 

The manuscript is great. The hypothesis is testable, the work can greatly impact the health sector within the areas, the methods are appropriate. The statistical tests are appropriate, writings are clear and concise, all the table and figure formatted properly, with correct interpretation of results.

Someone can enjoy reading it, and it has relevant sources cited in addition to having a good length.


	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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)


	


Reviewer details:

Oleke Felix, Lira University, Uganda
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

