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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.


	The current study is very relevant as it tries to evaluate some haematological parameters of sickle cell patients. The findings of this study can serve as a base for the development or enforcement of policies to aid in the better management of this delicate group of persons in the society. Also the manuscript trying to compare these parameters with healthy controls so as to clearly bring out the disparities is an added strength. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, however in the context of this study it is much appropriate to put haematological parameters to biomarkers, 

	

	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.


	Introduction
· The chronic haemoglobinopathy known as sickle cell disease (SCD) is typified by: rephrase to SCD is a chronic haemoglobinopathy characterized by……
Goals and Objectives 

· This should be put as Objective and should be stated as; the objective of this study was to evaluate some selected haematological parameters (……….) of SCD patients attending the UCH Ibadan. 

Materials and methods 

· Suggest the introducing statement should be ‘A total of 169 (119 cases and 50 controls) participants were considered in this cross sectional study’
· Authors failed to mention in this section how the socio-demographic data of the participants were collected 
· The description of the laboratory techniques performed isn’t clear enough; authors should consider re-describing the laboratory methods performed. 
· Mention the version of MS Excel and SPSS used for Analysis

· SPSS (Put full meaning in bracket)

· Descriptive and correlational statistics were presented (rephrase to; and presented on frequency tables). 
· Also mentioned the p value that was considered significant in this study, e.g a p value <0.05 was considered statistically significant. 
Results

· Report the gender on a different statement not on the same sentence with age as in the manuscript 
· Mention the age group that was most represented 

· Authors should present only the mean WBC count here and leave out the mean of the specific WBCs type, that can be presented in the results section in the main body. 

· The statement should then be; The mean PCV values, WBCs count, Platelet count and ESR values were repectively…….

· What was the reason for the correlation analysis??

· Authors failed to present statistics on how the haematological parameters were between cases and controls which was very important. 
· Also, no statistics has been presented if socio-demographics (at least age range and gender) of the cases had any influence on the haematological parameters. 

· Although mentioned in the methods, no clear results have been presented for CRP in this section

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Introduction 
· This section is too lengthy (847 words), authors should summarize to a maximum of two pages 

Materials and methods

· Authors should considered rewriting this entire section to flow in an article style. 
Study area and setting
· This cross sectional study was carried out at the Haematology department of the UCH. The study lasted from January to June 2023.  

Results

Table 1: Values are presented with no parameter to indicate this is for age, gender, duration of sickness etc.
Contribution to knowledge 
· Preferred contribution to science 


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	In the manuscript, you see reference numbers up to 197 but on the reference page, the last reference number is 37
· The references are well formatted 
	

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


	Yes 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript seems to have a thesis format especially the section for Materials and Methods; authors are advised to see journal guidelines for preparing of manuscripts especially describing the methods. 
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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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