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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 because it provides new insights into the prevalence of malaria among blood donors in Onitsha and examines its relationship with ABO blood groups. The findings address existing gaps in knowledge by clarifying patterns of infection and potential risk factors. Such information is valuable for improving blood transfusion safety, guiding malaria control measures, and supporting further research in endemic regions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “Plasmodium infection and its association with ABO blood group among blood donors in Onitsha, Nigeria”, is clear and informative, but it could be refined for precision and broader appeal. For instance - Prevalence of Plasmodium Infection and Its Association with ABO Blood Groups Among Blood Donors in Onitsha, 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 is fairly comprehensive but would benefit from refinement. At present, it is too long and overloaded with statistics, which distracts from the key messages. The methods section could be shortened, as details such as staining techniques are unnecessary in an abstract. The results should be streamlined to emphasize only the most critical findings, including overall prevalence, the dominance of P. falciparum, key demographic differences, and the lack of significant association with ABO blood groups. Finally, the conclusion should be strengthened to highlight the broader implications for transfusion safety and malaria control, rather than repeating percentages. A more concise, balanced abstract will improve clarity and impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct, with a sound study design, appropriate methods, and results consistent with existing literature. The findings are valid and contribute useful data, particularly on malaria prevalence and its lack of association with ABO blood groups. However, the text would benefit from clearer emphasis on implications and reduced redundancy to improve readability.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate and include relevant local and global studies, but some are dated. Adding recent sources, such as the WHO World Malaria Report (2023/2024) and recent work on ABO groups and malaria (e.g., Rowe 2017; Opi 2023), would improve currency and strengthen the manuscript’s relevance.


	

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


	The language of the article is generally understandable but not fully suitable for scholarly communication in its current form. The writing is often wordy, repetitive, and occasionally awkward in phrasing, which reduces clarity and flow. With careful editing to improve grammar, sentence structure, and conciseness, the manuscript can meet the standards of academic publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is valuable and well-designed, offering important data on malaria and transfusion safety. To improve impact, the manuscript should be streamlined for clarity, the abstract refined, language polished, and recent references added.
It is scientifically correct and valuable, but it requires revision to improve clarity, reduce redundancy, strengthen the abstract and discussion, polish the language, and update references.
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