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	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 under-investigated topic: the seroprevalence of HHV-6 among blood donors in Sudan. The study provides novel baseline epidemiological data from Eastern Sudan, a region with limited published information on transfusion-transmissible viral infections. The topic is relevant to transfusion medicine, virology, and public health. Overall, the manuscript is clearly structured and follows a conventional scientific format. However, several methodological and presentation issues should be addressed to strengthen its scientific rigor and impact.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The article title is  suitable for publication  
	

	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 was good
	

	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.
	Standardization of reference formatting according to the target journal guidelines is recommended.
	

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


	Some grammatical and stylistic revisions are needed to improve clarity and academic tone, especially in the Introduction and Discussion.
	

	Optional/General comments


	All my comments 
•
The sampling technique (convenience sampling) and restriction to male donors only significantly limit generalizability. This limitation is mentioned but should be more strongly emphasized when interpreting the results.

•
The ELISA kit sensitivity (40%) is very low, which raises serious concerns about underestimation of prevalence. This issue is acknowledged; however, it should also be discussed as a potential source of false-negative bias in the Results and Conclusion sections, not only under limitations.

•
The absence of molecular confirmation (PCR) limits the ability to distinguish recent infection, reactivation, and chromosomally integrated HHV-6. Including this more explicitly in the methods rationale would improve scientific transparency.

•
Given that only five positive cases were detected, the statistical power is very limited. Use of chi-square tests under these conditions may violate test assumptions. Fisher’s exact test might be more appropriate. This should be considered or at least discussed.

•
Reporting confidence intervals for seroprevalence would improve epidemiological interpretation.

•
Tables are generally clear, but Table 2 mixes chi-square values, odds ratios, and p-values in a way that may confuse readers. A clearer separation of descriptive and inferential statistics is recommended.

•
The biological relevance of the monocyte association should be interpreted more cautiously due to the very small number of positive samples

•
Some grammatical and stylistic revisions are needed to improve clarity and academic tone, especially in the Introduction and Discussion.

•
The manuscript would benefit from a brief paragraph clarifying why IgM (rather than IgG or PCR) was chosen as the primary marker.

•
Standardization of reference formatting according to the target journal guidelines is recommended.
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

Yes
Ethical and laboratory procedures: The use of informed consent, routine donor screening, ELISA methodology, and hematological analysis is adequately described.

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No
	


	PART  3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:



	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”                                           I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer


	PART  4: Objective Evaluation:



	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 

( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )  :   
Guideline: 

Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)      
Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	7


	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):



	
	Author’s Feedback

	
	


Reviewer Details:
This section is mandatory to prepare the Reviewer Certificate. 

Please complete this section carefully. Reviewer Certificate will be generated by using this information only. 

Your Certificate will be wrong, if you provide incorrect information. 

Please note modification of certificate will not be possible after generation. 

Certificate will not be issued if incomplete information is provided.

	Name of the Reviewer
	Assist. Prof. Dr. Ameer Mezher Hadi

	Department of Reviewer
	Medical Laboratories Techniques 

	University or Institution of Reviewer
	Al-Mustaqbal University

	Country of Reviewer
	Iraq

	Position: (Professor/lecturer, etc.) of Reviewer
	Head of Scientific Affairs 

	Email ID of Reviewer
	Ameer.mezher@uomus.edu.iq
ameer.mezher@uomus.edu.iq

	WhatsApp Number of Reviewer (Optional)
	

	Write 5-8 Keywords regarding expertise of Reviewer
	Microbiology, virology, immunology, vaccine, molecular biology 


Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

