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	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 addresses the immunological alterations associated with malaria in pregnancy, a major public health concern in malaria-endemic regions such as sub-Saharan Africa. By comparing cytokine profiles among malaria-infected pregnant women, uninfected pregnant women, and non-pregnant controls, the study contributes to understanding immune dysregulation mechanisms underlying adverse pregnancy outcomes. The findings highlighting elevated TNF, IL-6, and IL-10 provide potential biomarkers for disease severity and therapeutic targeting. Overall, the work has relevance for maternal-fetal medicine, infectious disease immunology, and malaria control research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is scientifically accurate and reflects the study design and key findings. However, it is somewhat lengthy.
Suggested alternative title:
Pro-Inflammatory Cytokine Profiles in Malaria-Infected Pregnant Women: A Comparative Study with Uninfected Pregnant and Non-Pregnant Controls

	

	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 clearly presents the background, objective, methodology, key results, and conclusion. The statistical findings are appropriately summarized, and the main cytokine alterations are well reported.

Suggestions for improvement:
· Include the study design explicitly (cross-sectional comparative study).

· Specify the diagnostic method for malaria (microscopy/RDT).

· Briefly mention the study location (Nigeria) to emphasize epidemiological relevance.

· Remove redundant wording (e.g., repeated phrasing of cytokine elevations).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound. The study design, participant grouping, cytokine measurement using ELISA, and statistical analyses (t-tests and ANOVA with Tukey post-hoc) are appropriate for the research objective. The results are consistent with current knowledge of malaria-associated inflammation, and interpretations align with established immunopathological mechanisms.

Issues requiring attention:
· Study period and ELISA kit manufacturer details are missing (insert placeholders remain).

· The homogeneity test is incorrectly described as Student’s test, Levene’s test should be specified.

· No power calculation or justification for sample size is provided.

· Potential confounders (gravidity, trimester distribution, parasitemia level) were not analyzed.

· Cross-sectional design limits causal inference, this should be acknowledged explicitly as a limitation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally relevant and include several recent publications (2024–2026). Key cytokine and malaria immunology literature is cited appropriately. However, there is an over-representation of publications from the same author group.
	

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


	The manuscript is written in clear scientific English and is generally suitable for scholarly communication. Terminology is appropriate and consistent. Minor grammatical and stylistic edits are needed (e.g., redundancy, article usage, and phrasing), but these do not impede comprehension.
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