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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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.


	Comparing the hematology profile in 3 groups of patients with Lassa fever and the control group was nice, and it has some significance. This research shows us that we can predict mortality by looking at the basic hematological profile. Further research should be done because there are still many questions about this hypothesis, and this research is a good foundation for that. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I think it is more suitable if changed to: “Comparison of the Hematological Profile and Mortality in patients with Lassa Fever…”. The reason for that is if the title is hematological changes, then the readers will expect the comparison between the hematological result of the first hematological profile (acute) and after the patient survived the disease.
	

	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 comprehensive, but I think it’s exceed the word count, and it didn’t have any keywords that usually we put on the last part of the abstract
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes it is. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The oldest reference is from 1988. Maybe the author can cite newer references and add more <5 year old references if possible to ensure the article is up to date and adjusted to the current literature. 
	

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


	The English is okay, but I think it could be improved with grammar tools, as there are still some grammatical errors. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	This article has the potential, and it is quite comprehensive. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No. There is not.
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