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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.


	It provides a comprehensive and up-to-date data regarding HIV self—testing (HIVST) in a diverse population in Sub-Saharan African population. The findings generate substantial evidence for researchers and policy makers seeking to utilize community-based HIV testing strategies and strengthens care, treatment and management. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is largely accurate reflecting the scope, population and methodology of the manuscript. However, title can be modified as “Utilisation of HIV Self-Testing Services in Sub-Saharan Africa: A Scoping Review of Delivery Models, Barriers and Outcomes” to strengthen clarity, precision and impact of the study. 
	

	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 comprehensive and well structured, clearly presenting the background, objectives, methods, key findings and conclusions of the study. However, it could be strengthened by briefly mentioning the time frame of included studies and the total number of participants, which would better convey the scale of evidence synthesized. No major deletions are required, but mentioning the numerical ranges like utilisation percentages could improve clarity and of the study. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on a critical appraisal of the study design, methodology, data synthesis and interpretation of the findings, the manuscript appears to be scientifically sound and methodologically correct. 
	

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

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the manuscript are largely suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is scientifically and methodologically sound, and addresses an important public health topic. Minor revisions primarily related to language polishing, slight modification of the abstract and refinement of the title would further enhance clarity and impact of the study, but no substantive scientific changes are required.
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