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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 addressed a massive health issue in sub-Saharan Africa. We know that chronic Hepatitis B is a huge driver for liver cancer (HCC) over here. Checking for new markers in the blood, not just the usual AFP, is really important, where access to large MRI or CT scan machines is difficult and expensive, especially in rural communities. Comparing healthy people, HBV patients, and those with cancer makes the data much more useful for diagnosis. It could really help with catching liver cancer patients earlier in the region. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable for the paper.
	

	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 is good and easy to follow. The goals and results are clear, but I noticed a couple of things:

· The dates for the study are different in the abstract compared to the methods section. This needs to be fixed so they match.

· The conclusion is a bit lengthy; it would be better if it just got straight to the main point. There’s a few tiny punctuation errors here and there, but nothing that stops you from understanding it.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The paper is scientifically correct for the study, the way it was set up makes sense for what they wanted to find. The statistics look right, and using ELISA to measure the markers is standard practice. The tables and ROC curves support the findings accurately. My view on the findings:

· The authors found lower levels of Surviving and GPC3 in HBV patients, but they should be careful how they explain this. Just because it's low in the blood doesn't mean it is low in the actual liver tissue.

· Some parts of the discussion claim a bit too much based on just blood tests.

· They had a good number of patients, which is great, but the groups weren't even in size, this should be mentioned as a limitation. Overall, the science is solid.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The list of papers they cited is good and mostly up to date. I did see a few references that were listed twice by mistake. It might also be helpful if they mentioned the official international guidelines for liver cancer screening to show how their work fits in.
	

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


	The references are mostly good and up to date. However, I found one mistake that needs fixing:

Duplicate Reference: The paper by Kanda et al. (2017) about Androgen Receptors is listed twice. The second one is also missing some of the page details.

What to do: The authors should just delete the second entry and keep the first one. It'll keep the list clean and accurate.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The English is fine and easy to read. Some of the sentences are a bit long and could be split up to make them easier to read. There are some small mistakes with tenses and spacing, however, a quick proofread would fix them.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

They included the ethics approval numbers and said everyone gave consent. No issues here. 
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