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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.


	It points out the knowledge level of the service providers in regards to fights against malaria which is a very key determinant to success in eradication of malaria in sub-Saharan Africa
It also informs the community on knowledge gaps regarding dispensing practices among MVs within the study area which can greatly impact the outcome of struggle against malaria.

This study clearly points out on areas where resources needs to be reallocated to educate the people directly involved in channelling the medications to the population.

To the policy makers, it is a wakeup call for restriction on medication dispatch channels.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is okay and aligns with the content of the paper.
	

	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 okay.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally correct however there are few things that may need adjustment if possible.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References looks few(15) author could conider raising it to 25-30 atleast
	

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


	The language and  English is good, no need for correction.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is generally good. 
It can does move the field forward and have impact in policy making.

The paper is of appropriate length, clearly aand concisely written, with appropriate statistical test, and clear title that conveys content of the manuscript.

In addition, the abstract accurately conveys study findings and significance, results accurately interpreted and the work has appropriate methods applied.

The weaknesses are highlighted in the comments made on the manuscript by the reviewer but are as folllows.

1. The study looks at knowledge and practices so talking about factors associated would be adding new things unless its among the specific objetives.  (this is under abstract on results and method section).
2. This word is left hanging without anything said about it. (under data collection)
3. Normally under data collection someone is expected to narrate the steps they took to obtain the data or the procedures, i suggest this could be added by the authors if possible.  (under data collection).

4. This table could come under result (under table one)

5. In addition, data analysis and ethical consideration could be placed under methodology before the result section.

6. You could talk about your sample size and response rate interms of percentage in relation to your sample size(Under results)

7. I believe for this table, frequency and percentage is the one required unless someone was doing a bivariate or multivariate analysis that is when this column would be required.(under tables)

8. I feel it is okay to mention the associated factors but including it in the discussion makes the author deviate from the objectives of the research. (under discussion of results)

9. The discussion should be in line with knowledge on malaria, antimalarial and practices among MVs.

10. Th strength portion under limitation of study should be removed and only limitations left even on the title of limitation of the study.

11. Dont forget that you are talking about knowledge on malaria, its management and practices among vendors so its like you are leaving out some of the things.(under conclusion)
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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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