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	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 important for the scientific community as it provides valuable insights into the distribution of HBV genotypes among pregnant women and the polymorphisms associated with lamivudine resistance. The findings add to the global understanding of HBV molecular epidemiology and drug resistance, which is essential for guiding treatment strategies and preventive measures. Furthermore, this work can serve as a reference for researchers conducting similar studies in other regions and may stimulate further investigations on HBV management in vulnerable populations. By addressing both clinical and public health aspects, the study makes a meaningful contribution to advancing HBV research and control efforts.
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	Yes, it is
	

	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. However, I suggest improving the sentence structure for better readability and avoiding unnecessary repetition.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The methodology appears appropriate; however, the way it is presented is not sufficiently clear for a scientific article. For example, readers may find it confusing how the authors were able to distinguish different genotypes using PCR with specific primers, as the manuscript does not clearly explain which primers were used, which genes they amplify, and for which genotypes. In addition, the authors do not describe the FokI restriction site or how it functions in determining that the predominant polymorphism is YMDD. I recommend that the authors carefully address the comments provided in this review to improve the overall quality and clarity of the manuscript.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient, but it would strengthen the manuscript if the authors could include more up-to-date references.
	

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


	The English quality of the manuscript requires improvement. Several words and expressions are uncommon in scholarly writing, and the grammar could be refined. I recommend a thorough language editing to enhance clarity and readability.
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