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	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.


	The manuscript addresses an important issue of malaria during pregnancy, which remains a public health challenge in malaria endemic regions. This study examines differential leukocyte distribution among three groups (malaria infected pregnant women, uninfected pregnant women and non-pregnant controls).  It brings about an understanding to immunohaematological changes associated with malaria in pregnancy. This information is valuable for clinicians and researchers working in maternal health and neglected tropical diseases fields especially in resource-poor settings.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Its appropriate and generally reflects the content of the manuscript. However, some minute information can be removed since this target an international audience to make the title simple and readable.
“Immunohaematological Changes Associated with Malaria in Pregnancy: A Comparative Study 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 includes major components of the study. However, several issues needs to be addressed.
· The study design has to be clearly specified

· The sampling method has to be stated, which is very important in interpreting the findings

· The study has not employed a proper sample size calculation. Therefore, can’t determine whether the sample of 150 is adequate for the study or not. But at the face value, the sample size looks small. Therefore, This should be mentioned as a limitation in the abstract.

· Without stating the limitations, the potential ability of leukocytes profile as a diagnostic criteria can be an over estimation and sound going beyond the scope of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the study presents a straightforward simple statistical analysis with a standard structure.
· However, this is a cross-sectional study and it has its own limitations in assessing the temporal and casual relationship. This needs to be mentioned in the discussion

· Use of convenience sampling introduces bias and reduces generalizability. The selection of participants to the study was also not clear

· As mentioned earlier, no sample size calculation or justification of choosing this sample size or division into these categories

· There is absolutely no analysis on controlling of confounders. The gestational age, parity, nutritional statutes, other infections,  some medicines can be confounders and should be assessed in the study

· The reporting is only done for WBC percentages rather than absolute counts. The clinicians also go by absolute counts when deciding on clinical management of cases. Therefore, reporting of WBC absolute count in your manuscript is essential

· Basophil counts are reported as zero across all groups. Is this an error in your analyser?

· Tables need not to say, statistically significant or not when the p values are given as column as well. The readers of the scientific community can understand that detail.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The literature review does not sufficiently discuss previous studies on leukocyte changes in malaria-infected pregnant women, which limits contextualization of the findings.
	

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


	Yes. The manuscript is generally understandable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study addresses an important public health topic. But, several aspects require improvement.
· Clear discussion section stating methodological limitations and comparison with existing literature

· Sample size calculation, sampling procedure needs to be stated

· Findings need to be interpreted with cautions and avoid overstating the potential diagnostic value
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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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