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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thetitle 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?
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Yes.
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Abstract is usually kept restricted to 250 words.
Yes
Suggestions given under General comments

Needs corrections. Citation at no 41 is a list of essential medicines and not the CDC
guidelines for HIV testing as cited in the manuscript.

Minor REVISION comments

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

Can be improved.
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Brevity is desired in a research publication. Introduction should tell pertinence of study, and gap in
knowledge. Literature review is not required. Selection of subjects should have clarity; for details of
‘Method’ references can be given and details of procedure need not be described. These should
allow others to reproduce the results, if they want, Data depicted in Tables need not be repeated in
text. No opinion should be given under the Section of Discussion. Conclusion should be supported
by the data of the study.
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