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PART 1: Review Comments

Compulsory REVISION comments

Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this
manuscript for the scientific community. Why do you like (or
dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

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.

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?

Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific
correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this
manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A
minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have
suggestions of additional references, please mention them in
the review form.
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Minor REVISION comments

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

Optional/General comments

Title:

Consider making the title more specific by including the method and timeframe. For
example: "Seroprevalence of Syphilis in Urban Communities of Port Harcourt, Nigeria: A
Retrospective Cross-sectional Study from 2022 to 2023."

Materials and Methods:

Provide more details about how the study participants were chosen (randomly,
consecutively, or through convenience sampling) as this can impact the generalizability
of the results. Explain how the inclusion and exclusion criteria were consistently applied.
Serological Tests:

Include more information about the type of serological tests used (e.g., RPR, TPHA),
whether the tests were validated locally, and their sensitivity and specificity.

Results:

Consider conducting additional analyses, such as odds ratios or logistic regression, to
explore potential confounding factors or interaction effects that may have influenced
syphilis prevalence. Provide more clarification on how p-values were interpreted, and
whether adjustments were made for multiple comparisons.

Discussion:

Include more comparisons with studies conducted in similar urban or resource-limited
settings to provide a stronger context, considering regional differences in healthcare and
cultural practices. Consider discussing whether the low seroprevalence (2.2%) could be
due to underreporting or limited access to healthcare. Additionally, consider the socio-
economic context of the area in this interpretation. Suggest ways to improve syphilis
screening and treatment in Port Harcourt to strengthen the discussion.
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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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