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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 intention behind the article is satisfactory, however, the write up, research methods,
use of terms is not satisfactory. The article fails to imply what is being researched and The manuscript has been thoroughly modified
connect different sections of the same. Some important observations are:

Basis for ‘non-compliance’ is not sound, needs to be supported with either theory or
medical facts.

Please cite the full form of the abbreviation, where it first appears, to eradicate ambiguity in
reading.

No clarity about ART and PLWHA, neither the full forms nor the purpose they serve in this
work.

Computation of sample size is irrelevant when entire population size is 379. There is
mismatch between duration suggested in Abstract and specified in RM.

The article can be published, provided the author rewrites the Introduction to include
description of ART and PLWHA.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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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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