
 

Review Form 3 

Created by: DR               Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM     Version: 3 (07-07-2024) 

 

Journal Name: Asian Journal of Medical Principles and Clinical Practice  

Manuscript Number: Ms_AJMPCP_121466 

Title of the Manuscript:  
PREVALENCE OF MALARIA IN UNIVERSITY OF UYO HOSTEL. UYO, AKWA IBOM STATE, NIGERIA. 

Type of the Article  

 
 
 
General guidelines for the Peer Review process:  
 
This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. 
To know the complete guidelines for the Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link: 
 
https://r1.reviewerhub.org/general-editorial-policy/ 
 
 
Important Policies Regarding Peer Review 
 
Peer review Comments Approval Policy: https://r1.reviewerhub.org/peer-review-comments-approval-policy/   
Benefits for Reviewers: https://r1.reviewerhub.org/benefits-for-reviewers  
 
 
 
 

 

https://r1.reviewerhub.org/general-editorial-policy/
https://r1.reviewerhub.org/peer-review-comments-approval-policy/
https://r1.reviewerhub.org/benefits-for-reviewers


 

Review Form 3 

Created by: DR               Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM     Version: 3 (07-07-2024) 

 
PART  1: Review Comments 
 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

This manuscript focus on examining prevalence in students living in a school environment. 
This will help to inform policy and add to the body of knowledge in malaria research in the 
community. I like the manuscript because it is well written and it is original research. I dislike 
the manuscript because data was collected only during one period. It would have been more 
interesting if authors collected data during different periods based on the school calendar 
(starts of school, end of school periods and so on) and compare the prevalence based on this 
periods. 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

Yes, the title is suitable, however it could be revised to make it  readable as a concise 
sentence without punctuation (full stops) 
 
Alternative title: Prevalence of malaria in the University of Uyo hostel in Akwa Ibom State, 
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 is comprehensive.  

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

yes  

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 

The manuscript is well organized with a sound methodological approach. The results reported 
are clear and understandable and the English is acceptable. 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 
- 

The references are sufficient and recent  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
 
Yes 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
The title of the manuscript should be read as one concise sentence with full stops. 
The numbering of main and subsection s of the manuscript should be revised 
Nigeria should be added to list of keywords 
In the ethical clearance section, include a statement on the consent to participant. 
The conclusion is inappropriate. Authors should consider revising. 
 
Consider the attachment for detailed comments. 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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