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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 manuscript addresses an important and relevant public health topic: premarital screening for hemoglobin genotype, HIV, and syphilis in a high-burden setting (Port Harcourt, Nigeria). The topic aligns well with global and regional priorities for prevention of sickle cell disease (SCD) and sexually transmitted infections (STIs).
The manuscript states: “Chi square test of independence at 0.5 level of significance”. This is incorrect. The correct alpha level should be 0.05, not 0.5.

No p-values are reported.

Several tables contain internal inconsistencies, for example: HbSS counts differ between tables (4 vs 75)


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is acceptable but not optimal for a scientific journal.
Alternative title: Premarital Screening for Haemoglobin Genotype, HIV, and Syphilis Among Prospective Couples in Port Harcourt, Nigeria: A Retrospective Cross-Sectional Study

The study uses only a treponemal test (SD Bioline).

Treponemal tests: Cannot distinguish past treated infection from active disease and may overestimate prevalence if used alone

WHO and CDC recommend dual testing algorithms (treponemal + non-treponemal such as RPR).

Please acknowledge this limitation explicitly. Avoid interpreting syphilis positivity as active infection.

	

	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 
Figures referenced (Fig 1, Fig 2) are not shown.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	yes
	

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


	The manuscript contains numerous grammatical, syntactic, and stylistic errors that limit readability and do not meet the standards of scholarly communication. Substantial professional English-language editing is required before the manuscript can be considered for publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	With rigorous statistical correction, careful rewriting, and strengthened limitations, the manuscript could become a useful descriptive contribution to premarital screening literature in Nigeria.
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