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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback 
here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Interpret the ORs calculated in the results section. 
Provide a section on recommendations in the abstract 
Provide sections on recommendations and limitations after the discussion  
Explain how the sample size of 200 was obtained and how the children were 
randomly selected 
 
 
 
 
 

 The interpretation of OR was provided in the manuscript. OR means Odds 
Ration 

 According to the journal guidelines there is no recommendations in the 
abstract.  

 Recommendation is optional as per journal guidelines. However, since it is 
optional, we have added sections on recommendation in the manuscript. The 
limitations was already mention in the manuscripts in section 2.2  

 The samples size was chosen based on the number of patients visiting the 
health facility, and systematic random sampling was adopted during sampling 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

You stated this in the abstract “the results also show that malaria parasite density 
has an effect on the PCV levels of the children as patients with severe anaemia had 
the highest parasite loads”. 
What was the significance level? 
 
State clearly whether ethical clearance was obtained or not 
 
You stated that this study is a pilot study. Why is it a pilot study? 
 I will recommend you delete that information from your text 
 

 
The significant level is .0001. It was corrected in the manuscript. 
 
 
 
 
The ethical clearance was obtained prior to the commencement of the work. It is 
stated in the manuscript as 2.7. 
 
The information was deleted 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
It will have been better to separate the results from the discussion  
 

As per the journal guidelines, results can be join together with the discussion. 

 
 

PART  2:  
 

 
Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should 
write his/her feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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