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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 study compares two methods used to detect the presence of the Hepatitis B antigen. Although no statistically significant results were obtained, it highlighted what should be done regarding the diagnosis. It emphasized that this situation is noteworthy. Due to its ability to raise awareness, it is scientifically valuable.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate and sufficient. It indicates the content of the study.
	

	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 summary of the article is sufficient.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article is well-structured and provides scientifically accurate information.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	For the article, the majority of the references are publications from the last five years, and current information provided by the World Health Organization has been included. The references are up-to-date and sufficient.
	

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


	The English of the study is academically sufficient.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The sample size of the study could have been larger.
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