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	Author’s Feedback (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 paper presents a user-friendly Python program that speeds up hepatitis testing from about 45 minutes per patient to just a few seconds. They achieved this by cleverly combining four “fuzzy-logic” methods—algorithms (FCM, fuzzy SVM, ANFIS, NEFCON) designed to make good decisions even when data are messy or incomplete, while keeping accuracy very high. The authors tried it on 63 real cases at Kinkole Reference Hospital in the DRC and found it both fast and reliable. Best feature of this manuscript is that the code is open source, so clinics everywhere (especially those with limited resources) can use and adapt it right away.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Change title to: “A Hybrid Fuzzy-Logic Software for Rapid and Accurate Screening of Hepatitis A, B, and C”. The original title is too verbose. The new suggested title captures the rapid and accurate outcomes and used “hybrid fuzzy logic” to umbrella the multi method, while also naming the clinical targets (Hepatitis A, B, C).
	

	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.


	1. Begin the abstract with the problem and setting. For example, “Traditional strip-based hepatitis tests at Kinkole Reference Hospital take about 45 minutes per patient, creating a major bottleneck.”
2. Clearly state the solution and methods used, like: “We built a Python program that integrates multiple fuzzy-logic classifiers (FCM, a novel fuzzy SVM, ANFIS, NEFCON) to automate diagnosis.”
3. Either remove “ANYTA mukawa lukenzu” or briefly parenthesize it as “a novel fuzzy-SVM margin approach.”
4. Omit detailed mention of first-order derivatives and squared-error minimization—those belong in the methods section.
5. Delete: "This research does not limit you to the implementation in Python..." 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The core idea is promising, but before publication the authors should: 
1. provide full quantitative results (with confusion matrices or ROC curves).
2. share code and data-processing details in a well formatted code chunks and not screenshots.
3. clarify and benchmark the “ANYTA Mukawa” SVM against established variants.
4. discuss limitations and generalizability.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Get the correct citation format for these:
1. Lukezu .AMet al ,Quantification of degree of hepatitis , (2024)

2. Lukezu .AMet al ,comparative study of fuzzy logic operators, (2024)
3. Opfointshi E. et al, New fuzzy approach to Jomatopfe, 2025.

Add Lin, C.-F., & Wang, S.-D. (2002). “Fuzzy Support Vector Machines.” IEEE Trans. on Neural Networks, 13(2), 464–471 as benchmark for the “ANYTA Mukawa” variant.


	

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


	The attached images have words written in French. Consider changing them to English. Overall, the English quality is suitable for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The formatting is quite poor. I recommended using LaTeX for proper handling of equations and formulas. Also, use code chunks instead of screenshots.
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