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	Reviewer’s comment


	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.


	This addresses an important topic of profiling newly diagnosed HOV positive adults in era of Test and Treat. The topic is highly relevant to sub-Saharan Africa and provides important contextual evidence from Burkina Faso. Although the prevalence in the general population has declined from 1.2% to 0.6%, significant challenges persist in strengthening testing strategies (case-finding) and ensuring sustained long-term viral suppression.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title is suitable
	

	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 structured and summarizes key findings. Consider adding a brief statement on limitations in the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Introduction- provides adequate global and regional context. Rationale of conducting the study is also clear, however objectives could have been mentioned more precisely and in measurable terms. 
Material and Methods- Study design requires clarification, appears more like retrospective follow up study. No explanation regarding management of missing data. Laboratory testing appears to have been done on subsamples; selection criteria should be clarified. No statistical methods beyond descriptive analysis are described.

Results- several analyses re based on subsamples, that limit generalizability. No comparative or inferential analysis is performed.

Discussion- No structured subsection on strengths and limitations. Mechanisms behind high LTFU are speculative and not supported by analysis.

Conclusion- Recommendations should be framed as suggestions rather than policy conclusions.

Tables- Tables need formatting. Decimal places are inconsistent. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are relevant and mostly recent. Formatting inconsistencies are present.


	

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


	Language editing is required
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses an important topic but requires methodological clarification, improved analytical rigor, language editing, and addition of strength, limitation and recommendation before it can be considered for publication
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

Additional details describing the measures taken to ensure patient confidentiality should be included. The authors should also provide the ethical approval certificate number within the Methods section and submit the Institutional Ethics Committee (IEC) approval documentation.
	


Reviewer details:

Ruchika Sharma, R D Gardi Medical College, India

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

