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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 importance because it provide additional information in relation to the comparative evaluation between RDT and microscopy. The manuscript validate the authenticity of microscopy over RDT by providing results that were negative by RDT but positive through microscopy. This research underscore the need to authenticate malaria test microscopically instead of relying on RDT.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The need modification to reflect the real findings of the study. I suggested the title to be read: A COMPARATIVE MALARIA DIAGNOSTIC TEST REVEALS THE SUPERIORITY OF MICROSCOPY OVER RDT KITS: IMPLICATION FOR CLINICIAN
	

	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 need to be rewritten since there are a lot of serious correction in the methodology. Some of the principal changes in the methodology need to be reflected in the abstract.
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are not sufficient and great number are not outdated. The references list are not written as per the journal guidelines. The author need to work on the references strictly so that they shall align with the APA format. 
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	For the manuscript to be sound and standard, the following points need be work on:
1. The sample size need be calculated using the formula provided in the manuscript

2. The sample size need to be specific. The author reiterated that the sample size was increased but any mentioning of the exact sample size in the methodology. If the calculated sample size was increased to a particular number, the number and the reason for the increase must specified in the methodology section.

3. The author claimed that consent or informed consent is not applicable in this research. This is wrong this. Consent of the study participant need to be sought before blood collection.

4. Based on this manuscript it bis like the authors did not obtained ethical approval from research ethic committee. If they obtained then the official number written in the ethical clearance letter must be quoted under the ethical approval. This is mandatory.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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