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PART  1: Review Comments 

 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, 

correct the manuscript and highlight that part in 

the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors 

should write his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

The authors report an exceedingly high HBsAg 

seroprevalence (47.52%) among females that 

participated to the study. This is much higher than the 

estimated national HBsAg seropositivity (3-5%). 

However, as the authors indicate in the Methods section, 

the participants were referred to the laboratory based on 

the suspicion of being infected with either HIV or viral 

hepatitis or coinfection with both. Thus, the population 

was at high risk for being HBsAg-positive, thereby 

explaining the very high percentage of seropositivity. For 

this reason it appears very difficult to draw conclusions 

about the overall prevalence of HBsAg seropositivity in 

the population of this geographic location compared to 

others of the same or other countries. The possibility that 

the authors may consider is to compare their results with 

those obtained in study populations that were accrued on 

the basis of identical or very similar criteria. 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

The authors should clarify the meaning of “referring the 

participants on the basis of suspicion of being infected…”. 

How did they define suspicion? 

Why did they consider only female individuals?  
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Optional/General comments 

 

Overall, it appears difficult to extract a take-home 

message from this study other than that a high 

percentage of individuals being at high risk for HBV 

infection are in fact HBsAg-positive. The study may gain 

significance if the results are compared with similar 

studies performed in other geographic locations. 
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