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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.


	I appreciate the idea so much as it targets a very crucial health subject to their community which also affect the health of children who are the hope of the nations. I appreciate that they aimed to assess the actual results of the strategies currently used to fight malaria and asses if they are succeeding or not. It was also great that they tried to assess if the families’ health, financial and educational status can affect the chances of increased prevalence, which will help them make changes in the strategies to improve them.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Adding (its relationship with the) as follows:
Prevalence of malaria among children less than five years old and (its relationship with the) socio-economic factors of mothers/caregivers in Awka South LGA, Anambra State, Nigeria.
	

	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.


	1-The abstract is comprehensive, but it would be better if it was divided in partitions, such as (Aim or objective: write relevant part) then (Method:  write relevant part) then (Results: write relevant part) lastly (conclusion: write relevant part)
2- Adding (elimination strategy) to the key words will be beneficial
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1-In the abstract this was mentioned (the study was carried in five major health facilities) and (678 blood samples were obtained from children that attended these health facilities from January to July 2025), while in the study design this was mentioned (The study was a hospital based survey of under five year old children in four major health facilities in Awka within a period of 6 months from March to September, 2023)
2- in Table 1 the added number of mild infection is 489 not 492
3- It would have been better to mention inclusion & exclusion criteria, to make me understand why those 678 children were specifically chosen  not others especially that it was mentioned in the discussion part that (all the participants were apparently healthy).
4- it would be amazing , if suggested points were clarified to be implemented in the strategies of fighting malaria according to the study results as a recommendation section.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and mix between old and recent which isn’t a wrong approach, Although I think would be better to choose recent references for the discussion part as we discuss and compare the prevalence which is affected by the number of populations, their distribution, updating health strategies and environment changes, all of these may change yearly.  
	

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


	Yes, it is 

	

	Optional/General comments


	1-The reference images in page 4 and 5 will be visualized better if situated in proportionate to the page size (increase the size and put in the middle of the page)
2- page 6 has a word in a red colour (through)
3- page 9 the last sentence (Age-related prevalence and intensity of malaria) shift it to be the beginning of page 10 & page 12 the table 6 title should be shifted to the next page above the table, As not to interrupt the flow of ideas.
	


	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)
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