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PART 1


	
	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 


	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.
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	Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 

	1. Is the title clear and appropriate for the study? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	
	

	2. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	
	

	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	
	

	4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	
	

	5. Are the research objectives/hypotheses clearly stated?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	
	

	6. Is the literature review relevant and up to date?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	
	

	7. Is the research methodology appropriate for the study?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	
	

	8. Were ethical issues properly addressed (if applicable)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	
	

	9. Are the results presented clearly? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	
	

	10. Are tables and figures clear, relevant, and necessary?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	
	

	11. Does the discussion relate findings to existing literature?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	
	

	12. Are the conclusions supported by the data?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	
	

	13. Are the limitations of the study discussed?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	
	

	14. Are the references relevant and sufficient (in number)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	
	

	15. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	
	





	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):


	
	Author’s Feedback

	I have reviewed the manuscript entitled ‘Prevalence of Neonatal Malaria and Associated Hematological Derangements in Tertiary Hospitals in Northeastern Nigeria’.

While the study addresses an important and often overlooked clinical area (neonatal malaria) with a substantial sample size (N=1,500), there are several critical issues regarding the internal consistency of the data, the timeline of the citations, and the presentation of results that must be addressed.
	The most significant concern is the inclusion of numerous citations dated 2025 and 2026 (e.g., Ajibaye et al., 2025; Alemayehu et al., 2025; Kokori et al., 2025; Odeniran et al., 2026). Given that the current date is March 2026, many of these would have been published very recently or are potentially fabricated/hallucinated if this manuscript was drafted earlier. The authors must verify all references. Citing multiple papers from 2025/2026 in a manuscript submitted now suggests either a very recent update or issues with source integrity.
	In Results section, there are several contradictions between the text and the tables: 
	Table 4 vs. Text: The text describing Table 4 states the "Non-Parasitized" group has N=1196 and the "Parasitized" group has N=304. However, Table 1 and the Abstract state the total number of infected (parasitized) neonates is 85 (5.7% of 1500). If only 85 neonates were infected, the N=304 in Table 4 is mathematically impossible and suggests the data for the hematological analysis comes from a different dataset or is incorrectly labeled.
	Table 3 Totals: In Table 3, the "Total" for low-level parasitemia (+) is listed as 83, moderate (++) as 17, and high (+++) as 2. Summing these gives $83 + 17 + 2 = 102$. However, Table 1 and the Abstract state only 85 neonates were infected. This discrepancy (102 vs 85) undermines the entire results section.
	The study includes neonates aged 0–28 days. Malaria in the first week is typically congenital, while later cases may be acquired. The study does not differentiate between these, which is a missed opportunity for a more nuanced epidemiological discussion.
	While microscopy is the gold standard, the study does not mention if slides were double read by independent microscopists, which is standard practice for ensuring the accuracy of parasite density grading.
	Keywords: The keywords are duplicated twice at the end of the Abstract.
	Grammar/Formatting: There are several instances of double spacing and minor typos (e.g., "Witwithtitumor" in the references section, which appears to be a remnant from a different document).
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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