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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 
 

Why don’t you consider changing the title to something like ‘Seroprevalence of 
HBsA carriage among blood donors in a rural health area in the northeast (Isangi) of 
DR Congo’. 
 
Abstract; you sited Kisangani under results but Isangi under conclusion. Are they 
the same? 
 
Keywords; HBs antigen, not HB antigen. 
 
Methods; The study population consisted of all subjects who donated blood during the 
study period from January1, 2010 to December 31, 2017. 
Abstract-methods; A cross-sectional study was conducted in the Isangi Rural Health Zone 
from January 1, 2010 to December 31, 2017, involving 2,298 volunteer blood donors. Are 
all the donors volunteer donors? If yes, please correct the statement in the methods. 
But your results shows two categories of donors; relative and voluntary donors. 
 
In the tables under results, I believe all the ‘commas’ in the percentage are supposed to be 
‘dots’ 
Tables are not numbered and the last tables looks like repetition of the first table. 
 
References need to be in the same format. 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The manuscript needs serious revision 
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