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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.


	Hereditary and infectious diseases can be passed down to future generations. It is important to screen for the possible disease in one person, especially in the pre-marital stage. This is actually quite an important thing to consider, because passing a disease to the spouse or the offspring may cause some problems later in their life. This screening aims to make the disease known to the person, the alleged future spouse, and the risk of passing it to the next generation, to prepare the health status of the person and the future children.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is suitable. 
	

	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 didn’t mention the HIV and the Syphilis test results. The author should mention them, even though the result is not significant. It’s because the author already mentioned the HIV and syphilis screening tests in the title.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is scientifically correct
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	It is sufficient and recent, but one reference from 1981 can be updated to newer references to add more “fresh” value to the article. 
	

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


	It is suitable, but some grammar mistakes should be noted and changed. I suggest the use of free grammar tools like Grammarly. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	It is a decent article, but it needs some polishing. For example, adding more tests like Hepatitis virus test (Hepatitis B and C) will make the article more appealing (if possible). 
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