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	PART  1: Comments


	
	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 manuscript provides a gap bridging understanding to SP resistance in Plasmodium spp. among pregnant women in Nasarawa, Nigeria. The data provided is valuable on genetic mutations that could inform public health policies on intermittent preventive treatment in pregnancy (IPTp). The highlighted prevalence of the triple dhfr mutations in P. falciparum contributes to the global surveillance effort on antimalarial resistance, which is common in sub-Saharan Africa, hence an essential work. This work in totality supports evidence-based revisions for malaria control programs, most especially in arears with limited prior genetic data on resistance like Nasarawa.
	

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

	The title is suitable, saving the spelling error in "Pyrimethamin" (should be "Pyrimethamine"). 

Suggested alternative: "Genetic Variability of Sulfadoxine-Pyrimethamine-Resistant Plasmodium Species among Pregnant Women Attending Antenatal Health Facilities in Nasarawa-South Senatorial Zone, 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.

	The abstract follows a structured informative standard style, and it is generally comprehensive, covering aims, methods, results, and conclusions effectively. 

I am thinking this is just a typographical error in the results section where P. falciparum prevalence is stated as 15.8% instead of the correct 73.3% (33/45), that of P. ovale and the commination was rightly stated. 

I suggest adding a reference to how and why the sample size of 45 in the manuscript. 

There is also an inconsistency in mutation codon notation, for example “Recently, studies had identified mutation in A51I, Ca5R, S1i8N and II64L coding region of DHFR and S4363/F, A437G, K540E, A581G and A613S/T coding region of DHPS to mediate resistance to Sulfadoxine-Pyrimethamine [6]”, whereas this “The study highlights that a high prevalence of Plasmodium falciparum parasites with mutations in the dhfr gene (specifically N51I, C59R, and S108N) associated with Sulfadoxine-Pyrimethamine (SP) resistance” was stated in the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in its design, methods, and interpretation, with appropriate use of PCR and Sanger sequencing for detecting resistance mutations. 

There should however be a discussion on potential technical limitations on dhps detection.

All the points noted by me are correctable and do not undermine the core scientific validity of this manuscript.
	

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

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

	The language is of good quality; I have stated the typos I noted. Additionally, DHFR is capitalized, and it is written a lowercase in some place, which is inconsistent. I know of the general rule of thumb of capitalizing for gene and lower case for protein for non-mammalians, but this case is a mammal, which requires capitalization either for protein or gene (gene should be italicized though).
	

	Optional/General comments

	No major flaws, addressing the noted errors will improve overall quality.
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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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