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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.


	The study examined the impact of using counterfeit and non-counterfeit drugs for the treatment of bacterial meningitis. The findings revealed that the influence of counterfeit drugs results in severe illness. 

	

	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 is comprehensive; however, the findings should be based on the outcome of the study rather than on related literature. For instance, “Using counterfeit drugs on infected individuals may have devastating effect on these individuals as most may never recover leading to high mortality case”. The authors should consider reorganizing the information in the abstract for better coherence. For example, provide a brief introduction, followed by the methodology, findings and significance. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, but some of the steps appear more detailed,  resembling a master’s thesis rather than a research manuscript. The authors should consider reorganizing and summarizing the key points accordingly.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are recent but not sufficient. The authors should consider adding relevant literature in the introduction section and providing the references accordingly.
	

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


	The language quality and suitability are standard. However, the manuscript must be re-checked for grammatical errors. For instance, in the abstract “ this study anaylse”  should be corrected to  “ this study analyzes”. The authors should undertake a thorough grammatical review to correct errors and improve sentence construction.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The work should be considered for publication  only after the recommended corrections have been implemented. 

Discussion: The authors only explained the meaning of sensitivity analysis, however, the outcome of the sensitivity analysis was not discussed. So, table (3) should be referenced in the discussion section to support the findings of the study.

Conclusion: The conclusions should be grounded on the key findings of the study, not general recommendations. Also,  the heading of section 4.13 should be “Conclusion” but not “ Discussion and Conclusion”  since there is no discussion in the section.
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