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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 manuscript provides a platform to see the importance of the PanbioTM COVID-19 Ag Rapid Test Device as a Point of care especially in resource limited settings, hence relevant for the scientific community.  
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is very suitable as it displays directly what is expected in the content of the work. The various sections match correctly with the title, form the abstract to the conclusion.
	

	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 duration of the study is not stated in the place and duration section. This should be added.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. It would have been more interesting if we had a null and alternative hypothesis, such that we can at the end reject or fail to reject the null hypothesis.

Also, we would have loved to see the type I (Alpha) or type II (Beta) errors mentioned in addition to all that was mentioned (sensitivity, specificity, etc.).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are recent and sufficient.
	

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


	The language is suitable but needs minor adjustments. Reviewing the language quality (Ex. Spelling, grammar) will improve the overall readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	It would have been interesting if the sample size was increased to improve on the statistical relevance and generalizability.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

Carrying out a study involving minors needs both their assent and caregivers’ consent. The adolescent aged 13 to 17 did not receive caregiver consent meanwhile in Gabon (The country where the study is carried out), the general age of maturity for informed consent is 18 years old. The study does not throw light on the maturity of the adolescents whose caregiver consent was not sought after.
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