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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 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
 

1. Yes, the manuscript is extremely important to the scientific community. It addresses a 
crucial public health issue, mother-to-child transmission of HIV/AIDS, in a specific context, 
Nigeria. Understanding the factors that promote this transmission is essential to develop 
effective prevention and intervention strategies. 
 

2. Yes, it is suitable. It is clear and concise and highlights the central focus of the study which 
is understanding the factors that contribute to mother-to-child transmission of HIV/AIDS in 
Nigeria. 
 

3. Yes, the article summary is comprehensive. It begins by contextualizing the issue of 
mother-to-child transmission of HIV/AIDS in Nigeria as a significant public health challenge. 
It then describes the aim of the review, which is to identify and understand the key factors 
that promote this transmission, as well as evaluate the effectiveness of existing prevention 
interventions. The summary details the method used in the bibliographic research and 
highlights the amount of literature reviewed, the inclusion period of the studies and 
mentions that there were eligibility criteria. 
 

4. Partially. The methodological part still needs to be more detailed. The authors comment 
that “approximately 57 literatures” were reviewed. It is important that this information is 
accurate, preferably that a flowchart of the studies analysed is presented, how many were 
excluded and why, and how many remained for the final analysis. Furthermore, it is 
important to justify the choice of the period investigated. I also suggest the presentation of 
a results session in item 2.0, with the presentation of a chart or table, containing the main 
information (authors, year of publication, study design, characteristics of the participants, 
summary of results and conclusions) of the works evaluated. 
 
 

5. Yes, I believe that is correct. 
6. Yes, they are enough. 

 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
Yes 
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The manuscript has relevant points of discussion about the vertical transmission of HIV/AIDS in 
Nigeria, however, it needs to be better structured in relation to the results found. 
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PART  2:  
 

 
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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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