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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 work is significant to the scientific community because it highlights the importance of premarital screening in disease prevention and offers insightful information about the distribution and prevalence of syphilis, HIV, and hemoglobin genotypes among prospective couples in Port Harcourt, Nigeria. It helps develop techniques to lower the occurrence of sickle cell disease in high-risk groups by detecting genotype-incompatible unions. The study also highlights the importance of early detection and control of HIV and syphilis, which continue to be serious infectious concerns in Nigeria and sub-Saharan Africa. The results give evidence-based information that can help public health initiatives, healthcare professionals, and legislators create successful interventions to enhance population health outcomes.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The phrase "Premarital Screening for Haemoglobin Genotype, HIV, and Syphilis among Prospective Couples in Port Harcourt, Nigeria" might be used to make it a little more conventional and concise.


	

	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.


	· Clearly states the background and rationale for premarital screening.

·  Mentions the study design (retrospective, descriptive cross-sectional).

·  Includes key findings for haemoglobin genotypes and couple compatibility.

·  Provides a conclusion with recommendations for public health interventions.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· It is necessary to fix any discrepancies in the prevalence calculations in tables (like Table 5).

· To improve statistical reporting, confidence ranges for prevalence estimates could be included.

· The retrospective design's limitations with regard to selection bias and data completeness might be covered in greater detail.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and mostly recent. With minor updates and the addition of a few context-specific studies, the reference list will be fully adequate and support the scientific validity of the manuscript.

Some suggestions

Verification of DOI links and journal names: A few references may need checking for accuracy and consistency in formatting.
	

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


	The manuscript's language quality is appropriate for publishing in a scholarly journal with a few minor edits for grammar, sentence structure, and conciseness.
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