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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

This is a good paper, but needs English language
editing. There were marked mixture of tenses, and
so the entire manuscript requires English language
editing. The word access should be changed to
assess.

Some questions that need answers.

Does Enugu state have 3 or 4 senatorial seats?

Do Nurses and pharmacists prescribe drugs in
those centers?

State clearly whether ACTS can be used in severe
malaria in pregnancy.

35: Please correct the sentence........ with by
plasmodium

50: What is the mg equivalent of four or three
tablets?

56: correct the sentence............ pregnant women
be given receives

138; please correct......... did not believed

Minor REVISION comments
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A. Specific Comments:

i. ABSTRACT:

Study Design; Why not write —a prospective cross-
sectional study?

Results; Abbreviation must be defined before
usage or if possible be avoided in the abstract. Eg
MIP [page 1 line 23]. What is MIP? The results
were incompletely written. Out of the 113
respondents, how many questionnaires were
completely/correctly filled and analyzed? This
must be mentioned.

You appear to be putting percentage without the
actual value. Why not state exactly the actual

figure before percentage number (%)? Do the
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same under result section in the body of
manuscript.

Conclusion; This is quite different from the study
findings. This must be re-done to reflect the actual

findings.

ii. BODY OF MANUSCRIPT

INTRODUCTION: This is good, but could be
better if revised. The authors need to revise the
introduction by adding a robust paragraph stating
the rationale and justification of their study
METHODS:

The word ‘state’ should be State.

The data collection instrument was not seen for
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validity. How did you ensure the validity of the
questionnaires used in this study?

You need to cite the reference source of this
information in the data analysis section -“Also the
knowledge level was categorized as either ‘high
knowledge’ or ‘low knowledge’ based on a cutoff
point of greater than or equal to 70% score on the
10 knowledge questions”. How did you arrive at
this information?

There were a lot of omissions in the method

section:

The inclusion and exclusion criteria of the study
were NEVER stated. The statistical tool used for

data analysis was NEVER stated.
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The Sample size determination was NEVER

stated.

RESULTS:

The entire result section needs to be revised.

Out of the 113 respondents, how many
questionnaires were completely/correctly filled
and analyzed? This must be mentioned.

As pointed out in the abstract as follows- You
appear to be putting percentage without the actual
value. Why not state exactly the actual figure
before percentage number (%)? Do the same under
result section in the body of manuscript.

You need to attach the flow chart of all the
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participants so as to illustrate all the participants
recruited and how they fared in the study.

You never stated that you will do test of
significance in the method section? WHY DID
YOU suddenly start to list (p<0.05)?[ see the

tables].

DISCUSSION:

What is the relationship between study and
previous study? Any gap in knowledge now filled
by your study?

The authors have continued to use the word
‘irrational’! How did you arrive at this word? Is
there any scientific basis for the word in this

study? You need to state this clearly, otherwise
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remove the word from the entire manuscript.
CONCLUSION:

This appears quite different from the study
findings. It needs revision.
ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS:

This was not palpable in the manuscript.
REFERENCES:

Some of the references are Ok.

OVERALL CONCLUSION OF THE
REVIEWER;

The manuscript is Acceptable with Major revision.
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Optional /General comments
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