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	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 manuscript is crucial for the scientific community as it provides valuable insights into the seroprevalence of Hepatitis B and C among healthcare workers in Ibb City, Yemen. By identifying the prevalence rates and associated risk factors, the study highlights the occupational hazards faced by healthcare workers, emphasizing the need for improved preventive measures and vaccination programs. The findings contribute to the global understanding of HBV and HCV transmission dynamics in healthcare settings, particularly in developing countries, and underscore the importance of regular screening and adherence to safety protocols to protect healthcare workers and their patients.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, "Seroprevalence of Hepatitis B and C Viruses among Health Care Workers in Ibb City, Yemen," is clear and descriptive, accurately reflecting the study's focus on the prevalence of HBV and HCV among healthcare workers in a specific location.
	

	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 should be made more concise by simplifying sentences and specifying the study's aim and methods more directly. It should be organised to follow a clear structure—background, aim, methods, results, and conclusion—while adding specific details about the study design and statistical methods used.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically correct based on the provided content. It follows a logical structure, including an abstract, introduction, materials and methods, results, discussion, and conclusion. The study design, data collection, and analysis methods are appropriate for the research objectives. The statistical analysis is clearly described, and the results are presented with relevant tables and figures.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript are generally sufficient and cover a wide range of relevant studies. However, some references are outdated, and it would be beneficial to include more recent studies to strengthen the manuscript. 
	

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


	The language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communications. However, there are a few areas that could be improved for clarity, conciseness, and readability.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is well-structured and provides valuable insights into the seroprevalence of Hepatitis B and C among healthcare workers in Ibb City, Yemen. However, there are areas for improvement in terms of language clarity, conciseness, and the inclusion of more recent references. Addressing these points would enhance the manuscript's readability and impact.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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