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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.

	This manuscript is important for the scientific community as it provides current data on the prevalence of  Plasmodium and Hepatitis B virus (HBV) co-infection among prospective blood donors in Rivers State, Nigeria. This information is crucial for understanding the epidemiology of these transfusion-transmissible infections in a specific geographical context. The study's findings highlight the ongoing risk of Plasmodium and HBV transmission through blood transfusions, emphasizing the need for proper screening to ensure blood safety. This research contributes to the broader understanding of co-infections and their implications for public health, particularly in regions where both diseases are endemic.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the title "Evaluating Plasmodium and Hepatitis B Virus Co-infection among Prospective Blood Donors in Rivers State, Nigeria"  is suitable. It clearly and concisely reflects the study's aim, design, and geographical location.

	

	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 largely comprehensive . It includes the aim , study design , place and duration , methodology , results , and conclusion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on the provided content, the manuscript appears to be scientifically correct. The methodology is described using standard laboratory procedures , statistical analysis methods are clearly stated , and the results are presented logically with appropriate statistical significance indicated. The discussion section interprets the findings in the context of existing literature, comparing and contrasting them with similar studies . The conclusions drawn are supported by the presented results.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references appear sufficient and include recent publications up to 2025. This indicates that the authors have considered up-to-date research in their field.

	

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

	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments

	Over All The Research Article is Sufficient and Good. 
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	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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