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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.


	The purpose of this manuscript is to contribute towards improving the public health condition of the region by providing an updated version of the seroepidemiological data for hepatitis C virus (HCV) infection in Plateau State, Nigeria. The reported seroprevalence of 10.6% is significantly greater than that found in national pooled estimates, and there may be substantial discrepancies between the two sources of information when determining prevalence rates. These subnational datasets are important to help direct the implementation of targeted interventions, which will aid governments in achieving the WHO global goals for elimination by 2030. This research will further support the use of evidence-based practice in developing screening policies/strategies that will ultimately assist in improving the health of the community and those individuals affected by this disease.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is a fitting title that accurately describes the study's epidemiological focus and its geographic context, however; it lacks information about the type of research design and the type of healthcare setting. An example of a more specific title would be: "Cross-Sectional Study of the Seroprevalence and Risk Factors of Hepatitis C Virus Infection Among Adults Attending Primary Care Clinics in Plateau State, North Central Nigeria." The suggested revised title gives better information regarding the study design and study population.
	

	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 organized to bring together background, methods, findings, and conclusions; an explicit indication of cross-sectional study design in the first sentence and an indication of anti-HCV antibodies tested (not current infection) would add value to the abstract. Recognizing the main statistically significant risk factors will increase the interpretability of the findings. The abstract could be improved through minor edits to enhance its clarity and academic language.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, this manuscript presents good scientific design and laboratory methods (using 3rd generation ELISAs & appropriate statistical tests for categorical outcomes). The use of anti-HCV serology to determine active cases of infection without including confirmatory RNA test results limits the ability to interpret results for all subjects to those that have been tested by the RL). Without the use of multi-variable regression analyses to determine independent predictors, the ability to accurately assess individual subjects will also be limited. If some of these aspects can be modified to improve internal validity or clinical relevance, it would be worth doing so.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Several current publications (2022–2024) and important WHO documents are cited to show that this document is contemporary in nature. While UpToDate (2019) is included as a citation, it is not a primary peer-reviewed source, and therefore may not be as applicable as the other references cited. The use of more recent WHO global hepatitis reports and more current systematic reviews of HCV prevalence in sub-Saharan Africa would add to the scholarly basis.
	

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


	The English quality is acceptable enough to convey the author's intent; however, the text requires moderate editing before being adequate for scholarly communication due to inconsistencies in grammar, typographical errors and poor formatting throughout the manuscript, most notably in the table (ie. Table 3). There are also a few sentences that are too long or poorly constructed and would benefit from edits to help with clarity, precision and flow, allowing this manuscript to be compatible with international academic publication requirements.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Confidence intervals should be included in the report for prevalence estimation along with clear sample size calculations. The report needs to include more information regarding possible selection bias resulting from using primary care patients for recruitment purposes. A multivariate analysis would also help to identify independent risks more accurately. Finally, improving methodological transparency would increase the credibility of this study as well as allow for better comparison to other epidemiological studies.
The document is discussing a significant public health issue in one region with relevant information regarding the current state of epidemiology. There are, however, important general methodological deficiencies (no multivariant analysis and not having confirmation for RNA) that should be substantial enough to require revision before accepting the document as final.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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