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	PART  1: Review Comments



	Compulsory REVISION comments


	Reviewer’s comment

I would like to thank you for choosing me as a reviewer for one of the articles submitted to your journal.

The article is good, but there are a few comments:
1-The number of infections is small, 3 positive only, so this small number cannot be linked to the age group or social status.

2-The researcher did not refer to the HBcAb test, which is an important diagnostic sign to detect the window phase of infection within 3-6 months of exposure to infection.

3-In the discussion part, the researcher compared studies on donors. It is not possible to compare studies on donors with studies on pregnant women due to the difference in health conditions between them, as pregnant women may suffer from stress and their immunity is not at the normal level.


	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. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The manuscript is important to the scientific community. I like manuscripts interested in virology because of their importance in focusing on topics that many people are ignorant of despite their danger and threat to life and the economy.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is not appropriate because the epidemiological study requires a large number of cases. I suggest that the following title be:
Detection of HBsAg among pregnant consulted and followed at the Mangol Health Center in the Urban Commune of Télimélé (Republic of Guinea).
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive.


	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	Subsections need to be reviewed, for example (Materials and Working Methods) should be replaced with (Materials and Methods).

The researcher also mentioned the results and discussion, then separated the discussion by itself and under a separate title.
	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	It is a scientifically important task because it focused on an important and life-threatening topic, but the researcher did not explain the methods in more detail about the laboratory equipment used to complete this study.
	

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

-
	The references are sufficient, but most of them are not recent and need updating.
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	Yes, the English manuscript language is suitable for scientific communication.

	

	Optional/General comments
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)
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