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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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 addresses an important public health issue by evaluating platelet indices among malaria-infected and uninfected pregnant women in a malaria-endemic region of Nigeria. Understanding haematological alterations in pregnancy complicated by malaria is crucial for improving maternal health outcomes, particularly in resource-limited settings. The study contributes to the growing body of evidence on the diagnostic and monitoring value of platelet indices as accessible laboratory markers. The findings may assist clinicians and researchers in identifying simple haematological indicators that can support routine antenatal monitoring in malaria-endemic regions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable and reflects the content of the study. 
However, it may be slightly improved for clarity as follows: 
"COMPARATIVE EVALUATION OF PLATELET INDICES AMONG MALARIA-INFECTED PREGNANT WOMEN, UNINFECTED PREGNANT WOMEN, AND NON-PREGNANT WOMEN IN OWERRI, 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 well structured and includes sections of background, method, results and conclusion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound and methodogically appropriate for research objective. However, some issues require attention:
a. The manuscript does not clearly state ethical approval
b. The sample size calculation was not provided.
c. The results section refers to post-hoc analysis, but the actual post-hoc results are not presented in tables. 
d. The discussion section contains some repetition of results. 
	

	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 both old and recent studies.
However, some improvement are recommended as follows:
a. A few references appear repeated (e.g Tan et al, 2008 and Bayleyegn et al, 2021 appear twice)
b. More recent African studies could strengthen the discussion 
	

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


	The English language quality is generally good and understandable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the study is valuable and publishable after minor to moderate revisions.
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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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