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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 background of the abstract should be updated by including the aim of this 
paper. And this must be in line with the four lines of the introduction so as to be 
clear with the objective of this survey (see comments in the reviewed documents 
attached) 
The conclusion of the abstract should be revised to summarily capture the 
conclusion of the article. 
The author should list the other on-going intervention beside the CMP in the 
introduction (see comments in the reviewed document) 
Table 1 the 2nd 95 trackers has to be revised with some corrections for the variables 
of PLHIV on ART and right definition of Lost to follow up (LTFU) variables. See 
comments in the reviewed document 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The author utilizes a lot of PEPFAR program specific terminology which may not be known 
to all reader. Therefore, the author should define each PEPFAR indicator in the text 
between brackets. 
The author should review some typo highlighted yellow and the grammatical errors mostly 
concerning the tense that is used in some section of the text. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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