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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 is relevant to the scientific community in that parasites present in the blood at a very low density can act as a reservoir for transmission which will contribute increased malaria burden in Nigeria and Africa overall
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No, the topic “Prevalence of submicroscopic Plasmodium falciparum infection across age groups and gender at General Hospital in a fast-developing town in South-South Nigeria” is long and could be more precised. Also, the word “fast-developing” is subjective not scientifically necessary. When General Hospital is mentioned, which General hospital.. it should be captured in the topic and the topic does not mention the method of detection which is PCR…It can be reframed as  ……Prevalence of Submicroscopic Plasmodium falciparum Infection Detected by qPCR Across Age and Gender Groups, General Hospital, Ikot Ekpene, South-South Nigeria
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	1. The abstract should be structured (Background,  Objective, Methods, Results, Conclusion)

2. I think submicroscopic Plasmodium falciparum infection should be defined
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	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, but the result presented at the abstract section is not clear and if submicroscopic Plasmodium falciparum is not defined the interpretation of the result will be difficult… The the result should be well narrated…. From what I understood…. I could rewrite as “Out of 382 participants, 132 (34.6%) were positive for Plasmodium falciparum by qPCR. Among these, 28 cases were classified as submicroscopic infections, defined as qPCR-positive but negative by both microscopy and mRDT. This represents an overall submicroscopic prevalence of 7.3% in the study population and 21.2% of all PCR-confirmed infections. Age-specific prevalence of submicroscopic infection (calculated using the total number in each age group as denominator) was 5.9% in 1–10 years, 8.2% in 11–20 years, 7.4% in 21–30 years, 7.9% in 31–40 years, 14.0% in 41–50 years, and 2.8% in 51–60 years. With respect to gender, prevalence was comparable between females (7.5%) and males (7.2%)”
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