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	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This study highlights the importance of HIV status disclosure state and the factors that are important for it. This will help the authorities in identifying the patients more clearly and help them in seeking treatment.
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	No, the title may be changed to, (Disclosure of HIV positive status and  factors affecting it in clients of some selected health facilities of Buea Health District)

	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	Yes
The results also showed that awareness of the sexual partner’s HIV status remained relatively low (n=71.9%), with awareness of the partner’s status highest among married participants. This line can be rewritten to be more clear
Results section can be made more concise.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and recent
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	1. The description of the research area in the material and methods section can be less descriptive and more to the point.
2. For sample size calculation why an older study of 2010, Ethiopia was used? it could be a more recent study with more wider application.
3. The sample size calculated was 357, but only 312 samples were collected despite the sampling being convenient. 
4. The conclusion is a repeat of the results it may be combined with recommendations, which shouldnot be in bullet points.
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