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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
Some pregnant Women may represent false positive for serum test. What do you
think of it.

Thanks for reviewing our manuscript.

As regards your comment, false positive serum test can occur when, only the
VDRL test is used to diagnose syphilis. In these cases, the TPHA test is
usually negative. A similar result can be obtained in cases of very early
syphilitic infection but the TPHA test repeated 3-4 weeks later will be positive.
(false positive VDRL test can occur in cases of Lupus, malaria, pneumonia)
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