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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 manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. Authors should address the
following issues:
Consider modified title: Prevalence of HBsAg carriage among volunteer blood donors in
Kisangani, DR Congo.
Abstract
Line 18- In subjects “who” were……….
Use P=0.001 in the result section than P-val
Check grammatical errors especially on the conclusion section.
Introduction
Line 37-38-Incomplete statement. Check and clarify.
Introduction is scanty. Consider adding discussion on the virus in particular.
Methods
Break methods to headings (Study area, Study population, Sample collection, Sample size
determination, Laboratory analysis, Ethical clearance and Statistical analysis).
NB: was this study a retrospective or prospective one? See line 57-58 statement and
justify.
State the Statistical package used.
Results
Table 2 should be among tables. Just describe that in the result section.
Your percentages should carry a “dot” and not a “comma”.
Caption of Table 3 should be modified as ……..Sociodemographics. Expunge
Characteristics etc.
Round off all percentages to one decimal place.
Table 3 is not clear. Replace N with Number Examined and Chi square vales should be
included.
Check your percentages for false results. The calculations are not ALL correct.
For example; Under Residential Setting; Tshopo 17/489*100%= 3.48 while on your
manuscript it was 3.88.
Discussion
Why did you break your discussions based on parameters? Please follow Journal
guideline.
Line 97-HBsAg carriage and not carriage of HBsAg.
Tally results with your statistical analysis. As being “Statistically significant or not”

Minor REVISION comments
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Optional/General comments

References should be based on Journal guideline

PART  2:

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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? (If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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