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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 research evaluated 544 students in Nigeria and found a 4% infection rate, with significant connections between HBV infection and risky behaviors like unprotected sex and sharing sharp items. Despite 81.6% being aware of hepatitis B, only 8.3% had received a vaccination, which is the most startling figure. Targeted interventions in educational settings could help close this significant public health gap. The study provides valuable data for understanding HBV transmission patterns in young Nigerian adults and highlights the urgent need for improved prevention programs in this population.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Regarding the content and scope of the study, the title "PREVALENCE OF HEPATITIS B INFECTION AND ASSOCIATED FACTORS AMONG STUDENTS OF TERTIARY INSTITUTION IN EKITI STATE, NIGERIA" is generally appropriate.


	

	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.


	Although the abstract is rather thorough, there are a few places where it might be made clearer and more extensive. Here are my particular recommendations.

1. conducted from May to July 2025" to provide temporal context should be added to In the research design
2. “College of Health Sciences and Technology, Ijero Ekiti, Nigeria” should be replace with the school’s full name.
3. Mention Briefly how the sample size of 544 was determined in the sample size
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	There are major issues 

Temporary issues: Since we are already in September 2025, the study's claim that it was conducted "May to July 2025" is logically impossible given that it cites material from 2025.
This implies either faulty citation techniques or improper dates.

Issues with methodology: Yamane's formula is cited, but no power calculation is provided. The study uses a convenience sample, but it fails to sufficiently address selection bias. Quality assurance for the fast test is discussed, but there is a lack of validation data.

Inconsistency in the data: Table 5 indicates that 33.8% of people who have previously been tested positive, which is absurdly high given the study prevalence of 4%.
Only 45 people have received vaccinations, according to data, but percentages don't always match denominators.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There are significant questions regarding the accuracy of the citations in the existing reference list because it seems out of date for a study conducted in 2025 and has temporal anomalies.

Include ten to fifteen current references (2020–2024) that highlight the following: 

Recent studies on the prevalence of HBV in Nigeria and assessments of vaccination programs
Population studies of students
Quick validations of diagnostic tests
	

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


	The terms "HBV infection" and "hepatitis B infection" are used inconsistently.
The use of "participants" and "respondents" is inconsistent.

Use of the article: "STUDENTS OF TERTIARY INSTITUTION" ought to be "STUDENTS OF A TERTIARY INSTITUTION" "written informed consent was secured" ought to be "Written informed consent was secured"
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	Generally, the manuscript is a good one. However, needs some few adjustments.
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