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correct the manuscript and highlight that part in 
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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

The manuscript presents weaknesses matter of ethics 
and scientific rigor in terms of good practice in clinical 
trial 
 
The reference list is poor please complete with rescent 
references ( statements based on outdated references) 
Authors must precise competing interest relative to 
BIOCLEAN II product  
 
Authors must make a deep revision before a new 
submission 
 
 

- Ethical issue:  Authors should join the ethics 
committee approval (Why put patients in need 
of antiretroviral TREATMENT under a 
treatment not yet validated? ) 
 

- Authors have to follow WHO Guidelines for 
good clinical practice (GCP) for trials on 
pharmaceutical products 

No ethical issues not attended to. 
 
Corrected 
 
 
No bias at all. 
 
 
Not clear. 
 
Trials were recommended for baseline data 
needed for disclosures for Patenting and 
Licensing. 
 
We are conversant with WHO Guidelines for 
Good Clinical Practices (GCP) for trials. We 
are within the ambit of the provisions of the 
Guidelines. 
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