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Rating Result 

[Poor] 1-5 

[Excellent] 

1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of 

the article. 
4 

The title is clear and match with the content of the article 



 

2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and 

results. 
4 

The abstract, clearly presents the object, the methods used and the results obtained. 

 

 

 

3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling 

mistakes in this article. 
4 

We only noticed spacing mistakes with punctuation marks related to percentage. 

 

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 2 

The study methods are not well documented. There is no reference to refer the 

statistical analysis used. There is no mention of the tools used for analyzing the 

data. 

 

5. The results are clear and do not contain errors. 4 

Result presented are clear. 

 

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and 

supported by the content. 
3 

The conclusion is too long some of the comment could have been used in a 

methodological chapter. 

 

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. 3 

Some of the intext reference are not mentioned in the Reference at the end of the 

paper. Theses reference need to be insert before publication. 
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Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s): 

Dear Authors,  

I congratulate you for your paper as it is a very interesting and useful contribution to 

have a better understanding of malaria current evolution on the most vulnerable people, 

I mean children of less than 5 years old. It’ a paper which prove that Data-Driven Policy 

is a key aspect to improve people’s live.  

 

However, I noticed some methodological aspects that I would like you to take into 

account to have your paper published for a question of reproducibility. I encourage you 



to give more details on the statistical tools and methods used. What statistical software 

was used to analyze the data? You talked about test of comparison, but you did not 

mention this test with the level of significance, for example what was the value of the 

p-value which was obtained allowing you to say that the difference is significative. And 

moreover, you talk about tests of comparison of rate (tests de comparaison des 

proportions), what are these tests in fact, did you check the assumption of normality? It 

could also be interesting to indicated the number before the percentage for each result 

expressed in percentage.  

 

I also noticed that some of the in text citations are not in the refence at the end of the 

document, for example: Kaboré (2019) ; (Ngwé, 2014) (Longuépée, 2006). You 
could have used reference manager software like Mendeley which is free and very 
efficient to manage reference when writing paper. 
 

I mentioned minor punctuations related to the space before the percentage sign. 

 

I finally suggest you to dedicate acknowledgments to those you provided you the data 

for publication. 

 

Once again, I congratulate you for your paper and I hope to have the final version 

published. 

 

Kind regards,  

 

Evans, E. 

 

Comments and Suggestions to the Editors Only: 

This article is original and very well written. Data-Driven policy is a key aspect to 

improve people’s life based on past studies and data collected. They good a good job 

to use data which exist to explain the evolution of Malaria. This paper is of a great 

interest for public health as it is related to malaria which is still responsible of death in 

young children living in low-income countries.  

Some methodological aspects need to be clarified before publishing for a question of 

reproducibility.  

Kind regards,  

 

E.E. 

 

 

 

 


