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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. 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?
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)

6.

Yes, it is important for scientific community.

Yes.

Yes. But it required to add about the magnitude of the problem to the ‘Background’ section
of the abstract. The ‘random selection’ in the methods section of the abstract required
clarification. What types of random selection are used? Conclusion part of the abstract
also required the recommendation, what to do?

Yes, somewhat. Method part required study period add to ‘Study Design’ sub-heading, sub-
heading such as Sample size and sampling procedure, Study variables, Data collection
instruments and procedures.

No. The way of writing the results and discussion required major revision. It is not written in
scientifical way of writing. Way of writing results should be followed for example description
of data should be written before tables in result parts and the tables are not prepared in the

scientific way and what mean by ‘remarks’ in tables. For instance, in discussion 1

paragraph start with ‘The Pie chart shows...... ;o2m paragraph ‘The provided table 1
presents...... " etc was not the way of writing the discussion, it was the way of writing the
result.

Yes.

Additional comments

e Introduction should be improved by adding the magnitude and epidemiologic
distribution of HIV globally to locally.

e Methods should require major revision as comment on number 4. Way of selection of
the participants should be included.

e Results should be improved by using scientifical way of writing.

e Discussion required major revision focused on objective of the study and finding of the
study.

e Author should follow the guideline of the journal.

Minor REVISION comments

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

Yes. The article required major improvement of the language.

Created by: DR Checked by: PM Approved by: MBM

Version: 1.7 (15-12-2022)




Review Form 1.7

PART 2:

Reviewer’'s comment

IAuthor’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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