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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.

	This study highlights key clinical signs of Lassa fever in primary healthcare settings, helping frontline workers identify cases early. It provides practical guidance for improving patient outcomes and strengthens evidence for better surveillance and referral systems in endemic regions.
	

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

	Yes
	

	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 generally comprehensive and well-structured, but it could be slightly improved by:
· Add recent statistics on Lassa fever globally, in West Africa, and in Nigeria in indroduction
· The abstract states ‘retrospective cohort study,’ whereas the Methods section states ‘retrospective cross-sectional study.’ Please clarify the study design.
· Please correct the study period in all sections—Abstract, Study Design, and Study Population—to reflect the accurate dates, January 2023 to March 2025 (or whichever is correct).
· Sample selection method not mentioned in abstract – add it
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, with appropriate study design, data collection, and analysis, although minor clarifications on the study period would further strengthen it.
	

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

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

	Yes




	

	Optional/General comments

	
1.Introduction
· Include recent WHO and CDC data on Lassa fever incidence and mortality in West Africa and globally.
· Add Nigeria-specific data: number of confirmed cases, deaths, and affected states (latest).
2.Methodology 
· Confirm and correct study period (e.g., Jan 2023 – Mar 2025) and study design (Abstract vs Methodology ).
· Condense geographic and socioeconomic context to points relevant to disease epidemiology and healthcare access.
· Add statement on handling missing/incomplete data .
· Correct SPSS expansion: “SPSS – Statistical Package for the Social Sciences.
3.Result
· Describe Figures 1 and 2 in detail, highlighting the most frequent symptoms and their distribution.
· Add absolute numbers: “Of 78 confirmed cases, 52 (66.7%) recovered, 10 (12.8%) were referred, and 16 (20.5%) died.” – instead of this sentences”Many infected people recovered emphasising the importance of early detection and management”
4.Discussion
· Include recent studies from West Africa and globally (2020–2025) on Lassa fever clinical predictors, outcomes, and mortality trends.
· Compare your findings with similar studies at PHC and tertiary levels to strengthen context
5.Limitation
· Add statement: “Purposive selection of PHCs may introduce selection bias, limiting the representativeness of findings.”
· Comment on generalizability: “Findings may be most applicable to PHCs in endemic regions and may not fully generalize to tertiary care settings or other countries.”




	



	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment

	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)

No
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