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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.


	1. In research, factors associated with pertussis in children are crucial for evidence-based decision making when it comes to improving child survival and wellbeing, especially when using research findings to inform decision making.

2. Findings from research work that relates to pertussis in children can help policymakers allocate resources efficiently to high-risk groups during planning process.

3. It will also help in providing better insight in the areas of age groups, geographic areas, or seasons with higher pertussis incidences.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is not suitable for me. Therefore, I would like to suggest the following title below for the article based on the entire write up and the findings of the research work

“Socio-demographic and Health-related Factors Influencing Pertussis in Guinean Children: A Case-Control Study”.


	

	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.


	I would like to suggest that the researcher should define pertussis in the introductory part of the abstract so that the person going through the manuscript can have a better understanding of the research topic.  


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The researcher was able to conduct thorough research right from the use of DHIS2 data, analysis and findings etc. I would like to suggest the following to the researcher:

a. Need to add Republic After writing Guinea so that the reader can know that the case study is for Guinea Republic.

b. Need to have a little background about the data source “DHIS2” in Guinea and talk about the quality of data that comes from the DHIS2.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used by the researcher are sufficient for research work of this magnitude


	

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


	The quality of English Language used by the researcher in this article is suitable for scholarly communication especially in trying to narrate the findings of the research work and in writing the abstract and the introduction.

	

	Optional/General comments
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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