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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	The manuscript is very important for the scientific community since the results and recommendations of the study can be used to inform policy markers on treatment and management of hepatitis B.
The identified acyclic phosphate resistant genes can be prevented during the acute or active management of hepatitis B before the chronic phase. This will improve the advocacy and sensitization on management of hepatitis B to the communities and the public at large.

All study participants were given equal chance to participate in the study and get a conclusive result, hence no bias. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the tittle of the article is suitable since it captures the organism of interest for the study, the target population and location 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 abstract missed the introduction, age cohort not captured in the study design and recommendation of the study was missed.
I suggest that the results of the study should have been more comprehensive to include all the results for different tests performed.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	I feel the manuscript is scientifically correct, even though.

· The manuscript has some old references dating from 2007 but ideally the references should be 5 years old from the time of manuscript development and study implementation.
· Different tests procedures and options were done which is commendable in picking the resistant gene using different tests.

· More literature review should have been done by the author to show results of previous studies.

· The discussion section of the manuscript critiqued or supported previous studies on the same.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript has some old references dating from 2007 but ideally the references should be 5 years old from the time of manuscript development and study implementation.


	

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


	Yes, the language/English of the article was suitable for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Consent section isn’t clear whether the participants gave a written consent to participate in the study or not.
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