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	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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	The Manuscript needs  major revision 

Abstract Structure and Information:
The abstract is well-structured, clearly outlining the aim, study design, methodology, results, and conclusion. However, the "Place and Duration of Study" could be more specific (e.g., name of the tertiary hospital). The results are succinctly presented, but the abstract could benefit from a brief mention of the significance of the findings in the context of public health in Nigeria.

Introduction:
The introduction provides a comprehensive background on the importance of blood transfusion safety and the risks posed by Plasmodium and HBV co-infection. It effectively cites relevant literature to justify the study. However, the gap in research could be articulated more explicitly. While it mentions "little information on Plasmodium and hepatitis co-infection among blood donors," it would be stronger with a clearer statement about how this study addresses that gap (e.g., regional focus on Rivers State, Nigeria).
Aim of the Study:
The aim is clearly stated and aligns with the study's objectives. It would be beneficial to emphasize its contribution to the field.
Methods:
The methodology is detailed and appropriate for a cross-sectional study. The use of standard laboratory procedures (Giemsa-stain microscopy, rapid serology assay) is well-described. However, the following points could be improved:

· Sample Size Justification: A rationale for the sample size (500 participants) is missing. Was this based on a power calculation?

· Statistical Analysis: While Chi-square tests are mentioned, more detail on how variables were selected for analysis would strengthen the methodology.

Results:
The results are presented clearly with tables, making the data easy to interpret. However, some inconsistencies were noted:

· Table 1: The term "Outpatients" is confusing since the study involves blood donors, not outpatients. This should be corrected.

· Table 6: The sample size for blood group AB is very small (n=2), making the 0% prevalence less meaningful. A cautionary note about interpreting such small sample sizes would be helpful.

Discussion:
The discussion effectively compares the findings with previous studies and provides plausible explanations for observed trends (e.g., higher prevalence in younger individuals, students, and those with primary education). However, the following could be improved:

· Limitations: The study lacks a dedicated limitations section. For instance, the cross-sectional design cannot establish causality, and the small sample size for certain subgroups (e.g., females, blood group AB) may limit generalizability.

· Mechanisms: The discussion on why blood group O had higher prevalence is speculative. Citing specific studies (e.g., Butler et al., 2023) more directly would strengthen the argument.

Conclusion:
The conclusion is concise and reiterates the importance of screening blood donors. However, it could be expanded to include recommendations for public health interventions (e.g., targeted education for high-risk groups) and future research directions (e.g., longitudinal studies to assess causality).

References Style:
The references are generally well-formatted and relevant. However, some inconsistencies were noted:
· Aluh et al. (2025): The year "2025" seems incorrect (likely a typo).

· World Health Organization (2017): The URL is included, but it would be better to cite the report title formally (e.g., "Global Hepatitis Report, 2017").

· Cheesbrough (2005): The publisher (Cambridge University Press) should be included for completeness.

English and Grammar Mistakes:
The manuscript is well-written, but minor grammatical errors and awkward phrasing are present:

· Introduction: "the viral transmission through the same infection route of Plasmodium (sharing sharp objects, blood-to-blood contact and blood transfusion) s significantly high" – "s" should be "is."

· Discussion: "Higer prevalence values" – should be "Higher."
· Table 1: "NI (%)" – define "NI" in the table footnote for clarity (though it is defined later in the text).

Overall Assessment:
This is a well-conducted study with significant public health implications for Nigeria. The manuscript is mostly clear and logically structured but would benefit from addressing the above points to enhance clarity, rigor, and readability. With minor revisions, it would be suitable for publication in the South Asian Journal of Parasitology.

Recommendation:
· Revise the abstract to include the study's significance.

· Clarify the gap in the introduction.

· Justify the sample size 

· Address limitations and expand the conclusion.

· Correct grammatical errors and reference typos.
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