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his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
The article presents a relevant topic. But some adjustments need to be made. 
 
In the result, the description of the results must be organized before presenting the figure / 
table and not in the footer of the image. Besides writing the result of figure 1, that was 
missing. 
 
In the discussion, present the severity of HBV infection in neonates and children up to 5 
years of age. 
 
The conclusion needs to be improved, because the most important finding in the study is 
not represented. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
Effected as pointed out. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
The comments and suggestions are marked in the manuscript, with the word broker. 
 
 
 

Some raised points were corrected.  
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