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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 
 

 
RESULTS 
 

- Table 1 should precede section 3.3. as well, the title of table 1 should be revised 
since the current title does not correspond with presented data; in the table we find 
information on early and late initiation 
 

- Line 182: health facility-related 
 

- Line 183: state-owned 
 
 
DISCUSSION 
 

- Line 210: study 
 

- Line 216: text should be correctly referenced by including a number 
 

- Line 266: state-owned 
 
 

REFERENCES 
 

- To check ref. 19 for error in date. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Authors demonstrate a good mastery of language, but need a final check for minor errors. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

It’s a well-designed and-executed work, with clarity in the presentations. It should be 
published upon revision of highlighted sections. 

 

 
 



 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)  

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) 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
Reviewer Details: 
 
Name: Tabe Franklin Nyenty 
Department, University & Country University of Ngaoundere, Cameroon 

 


