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Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please
write here.
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Are the references sufficient and recent? If you
have suggestions of additional references, please
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References are sufficient however there were some inconsistencies in presentation as identified on the
manuscript

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

English is suitable however authors need to be consistent in adopting American or British spellings
preferably British
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Manuscript concept is scientifically targeted however there some laboratory methods and statistical
(sample size calculation for a case control studies) inconsistencies that needs to be addressed. Did not
state if ethical clearance have been obtained or being expected after submissions were made; ‘Prior to
the study's start, a request for ethical permission was made to the State Ministry of Health's Joint
Ethical Committee’

Manuscript need some revision especially on the laboratory methods(inconsistent
presentation/marketing) and statistical methods(sample size calculation for a case control
studies/use of mean+SD or Media(IQR). Ethical clearance not categorical obtained or expecting.
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