
 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)  

 
Journal Name: Journal of Advances in Medicine and Medical Research     
Manuscript Number: Ms_JAMMR_49667 
Title of the Manuscript:  

Malaria in Pregnancy: Prevalence and Risk Factors in the Mamfe Health District, Cameroon 

Type of the Article It is a descriptive and analytical study on the prevalence of plasmodial infection in pregnant women.  
It also assesses the risks associated with this infection. 

 
 
 
General guideline for 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 guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link: 
 
(http://www.sciencedomain.org/page.php?id=sdi-general-editorial-policy#Peer-Review-Guideline) 
 

 



 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)  

PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment 
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This manuscript assesses the prevalence of parasitic carriage in pregnant women 
and the risks associated with plasmodial infection in Cameroon. 
 
The manuscript is well written and responds to two main scientific questions: 
parasite prevalence in pregnant women and factors associated with infection. 
 
What are the plasmodial species observed on microscopy? 
 
What is the average parasite density in women who are incised? 
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