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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	· The manuscript is significant for the scientific community.
· It addresses a critical public health issue and contributes to understand factors that influence malaria prevention strategies at community-level.

· Findings can lead to further research to inform policymakers about current perceptions and usage patterns and guide future interventions at national scale aiming at reducing malaria transmission.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is generally suitable. 
Suggestion: “Awareness and Utilization of Insecticide-Treated Nets for Malaria Prevention in Rural Communities of Abraka, Delta 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 can be improved for comprehensiveness and clarity:
· Objectives: they should be explicitly stated to include not only the awareness but also the perception and usage of ITNs.
· Methodology: clarity on the period the study was carried out? Sampling technique should be clearly defined!
The formula mentioned for sampling is not shown in the manuscript to clarify how the sample was obtained.

· Key fundings: there is a lot of numerical data which makes the abstract overwhelming. That should be summarize straightforward to the most significant findings. There is no recommendation mentioned here.

· Need for a clear statement on the implications of the findings and recommendations for stakeholders.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. However, some areas require clarification or improvement:
· Literature reference: the manuscript could include more recent studies.

· Study design: where the study carried also in Asaba? Only Abraka is described, and all 195 respondents seem to be from Abraka.

· Sample size: The rationale for the sample size of 195 respondents is weak. A clear explanation of how the Cochrane formula was applied for the sample size determination (relating to the population size or previous studies); and a clear explanation of the sampling step used would strengthen this aspect.
· Sampling technique: clarity on: What does a ward represent in the sampling process? How many were they in total? Why selecting only 3 of them? What was the number of households in each selected ward? Why only 84 households selected per ward? And what was the sampling step?
· Data collection: It would have been beneficial to include specific questions especially regarding the perceptions and attitudes towards ITNs
· Analysis: the manuscript lacks details on the statistical tests or methods used to analyse and interpret the data. Including this info will strengthen the scientific rigor of the study.

· Results: could benefit from a brief discussion connecting them to the objectives of the study and existing literature, what factors might contribute to that and their implications for malaria prevention strategies. This will connect to next section (discussion)
· Discussion: lack of depth in discussion. It misses a deeper analysis of the implications. It needs to explore implications and potential interventions based on the results (significance of high rates of ITNs awareness and implications on public health strategies, factors that influence the usage of ITNs, recommendations on identified barriers and correct use of ITNs…)
· Discussion (5th paragraph): There is a statement which is different from the results presented regarding the level of education of respondents. (stating that 42% of respondents had tertiary education level while in the results section it says 21.5%). Please clarify!
· Was the socio-economic factor considered in the study? (As a factor that can influence ownership/usage of ITNs?

· The study did not inform on the number of ITNs available per household to protect the entire family. Could not this be of any added value? To inform on the effectiveness of the use?
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· The manuscript has a mix of recent studies and older sources. Recent studies are relevant. Many sources are older (2013, 2014, 2017). Contextualization of findings is essential.
· The manuscript could benefit from more recent literature, including systematic reviews and global health organization reports that summarize current knowledge on ITNs and Malaria prevention/protection. This will enhance the scientific rigor.
· Can’t find some of those recent studies? Especially in the Nigerian context? This will enhance the contextual relevance.

	

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


	Strengths:

Clarity of purpose. Standard structured format of the manuscript.
Weakness:

Sentence structure: some sentences are excessively complex and awkwardly constructed and can hinder readability.

Example the sentence "Based on the results obtained, it was observed that a higher percentage of the respondents..." could be simplified for more direct communication.

A thorough proofreading exercise is essential to catch grammatical and typographical errors to enhance its suitability for scholarly communication.

	

	Optional/General comments


	· Abstract: Well-structured manuscript. Addressing an important public health issue: relevant given the high burden of malaria and role of ITNs to combat malaria.
· Introduction: transition from global context to the local significance of the study is well-articulated. However, it could be improved by a more explicit assertion of the objectives of the study and frame the research question more clearly for the reader.

· Methodology: see above. Clarity, rigor and depth of analysis.

· Results: see above. Discuss findings’ implications and recommendations. Improve by providing more context and interpretation of data.
· Conclusion: it should summarize the results and their implications for strategies and programmes to control malaria.
· Limitations: none is mentioned. This is important for the study’s credibility.
· Recommendations: the ones presented in the manuscript are limited and vague. Specific and targeted actionable recommendations to stakeholders (future research, authorities, communities) should be clear and prioritized to add value.
Overall, the manuscript is scientifically correct in its approach and has great potential but requires revisions (all above) to ensure the robustness and credibility of findings.
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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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