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	Author’s Feedback (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.


	The title “Factors Influencing the Utilization of HIV/AIDS Services in Children Aged 0 - 10 Years at Kalingalinga Clinic in Lusaka District, Zambia” is important given the fact that  about 10% of new HIV infection of sub-Saharan Africa may be due to mother to child transmission and yet prevention of this transmission is available in most countries- but not utilised by all affected mothers.  
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable if the methodology is rigorous to yield valid findings.
	

	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.


	The abstract is weak . The author should follow IMRAD acronym to write it well and the contents in the title must be well aligned with title, problem, objectives, methodology and findings of the study which is not the case in this abstract.  For example, in the abstract, the author says that ‘purposive sampling was used’ but in the article, that is not the case. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript has no alignment with Title, introduction, problem, objectives and this makes it weak. For example in the introduction, the author says “This study was designed to assess the extent of uptake of HIV/AIDS services among children aged 0–10 years at Kalingalinga Clinic in Lusaka District. It sought to evaluate service utilization trends such as testing, early infant diagnosis, initiation and adherence to antiretroviral therapy (ART), and regular follow-up..” but the problem statement says “this study sought to investigate the level of HIV/AIDS service utilization and the contextual barriers affecting access among children aged…” and the objectives are on … availability and accessibility & factors influencing the utilization of HIV/AIDS services.  So there is no alignment. No consistence. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are reasonable- there are from Zambia ministry f health, UNAIDS and WHO plus other relevant sources and most are recent  within about 5 years. 
	

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


	The language is fair but it can be improved by doing line edits to remove redundant sentences/words for example “...According to study findings, the study found that caregiver..”. This can be written in a more succinct way. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	There is a number of methodological weaknesses that the author must attend to before this work can be considered  for published: 

 i- The scope (a clinic) is not well communicated . How large is this clinic? Is it part of a large hospital? 

ii- This is mixed design  which should have  both qualitative and quantitative data. Quantitative data is not seen! And objective two “factors influencing the utilization of HIV/AIDS services” requires quantitative analysis rather than simply doing descriptive and which are also not well done.
iii- The author does not present demographics of the respondents. These must be presented and they may affect utilization…. The rationale for the sample size was not given and it is not clear whether the 100 included both the qualitative and quantitative samples. 

Iv Discussion and results are done at the same time . This is possible but it is better to present findings/results and then discuss later. The findings, especially the quantitative findings are very scanty. Many times the author discusses findings which are not presented. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)   

It is not clear whether any data was directly obtained from children and if so, did the children assent? 
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