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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.


	This manuscript is important for the scientific community as it addresses an important public health issue by evaluating linkage to care and retention outcomes following community-based HIV testing interventions in rural Nigeria.

 Understanding the effectiveness of community HIV testing programs is essential for improving the HIV care decentralisation and care cascade, particularly in underserved and hard-to-reach populations. 

The study findings will contribute valuable programmatic evidence on how community-based testing strategies can support progress toward the UNAIDS 95-95-95 targets. 

Finally, the findings will guide HIV case and treatment intervention for optimal outcomes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of this manuscript is clear and reflects the key components of the study (community-based testing, linkage to care, retention, and geographic setting).
	

	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 of the manuscript is well structured and includes the major components: background, methods, results, and conclusion. 

However, some improvements maybe need including;

· Include the study design clearly (retrospective cohort study).

· Clarify the time period of data collection.

· Briefly mention the sample size for viral load testing.

· Reduce slightly the narrative wording to make it more concise.
· Add results on retention in care what proportion of the patients were still in care, Loss to follow up, died, defaulters etc) at 12 months after initiation,

· Add key words at the end of abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound and addresses an important operational research question. The study design, setting, and intervention package are adequately described, and the outcomes are clearly defined.
However, certain issues need to be addressed:

1-The introduction should follow the Global, Regional (Africa) and Local (Nigeria) pattern,

2-The manuscript reports 233 positive cases in the abstract, but the limitation section mentions 14 cases, which appears inconsistent and must be corrected.

3-Some sections such as “Setting and population”, “Intervention package”, and “Data collection and outcomes” appear repeated and should be merged with the main Methods section.

4-Several figures and tables are redundant or poorly labelled.

5-Table titles should be standardized.

6-Some figures (e.g., Figure 7–12) appear without clear captions.

7-Although descriptive analysis is acceptable for programmatic data, the manuscript could be strengthened by:

Including confidence intervals, Performing comparisons between LGAs.

8-The manuscript should clarify whether retention refers to 12-month retention after ART initiation or program retention during the evaluation period. There are several patient outcomes on treat (Active on treatment, Defaulter, LTFU, died, transfer-out 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. However, consider adding key global references such as:

· UNAIDS Global AIDS Update (latest version)

· WHO Consolidated HIV Testing Guidelines

· Studies on community-based HIV testing outcomes in sub-Saharan Africa

· The reference list is few. Search for other studies on HIV testing in rural settings in countries around you.

Adhere to the journal referencing style on the reference page. 
	

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


	The overall English language quality is acceptable but requires moderate editing to address issues like:

-Some long sentences in the Results section.

-Minor grammatical errors and repetitions.

-Occasional inconsistent terminology (e.g., HTS contribution tables).
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses a relevant implementation research question and provides useful operational insights for HIV programs.

· The Results section could be shortened and focused on key outcomes.

· Figures should be reduced and simplified to avoid redundancy.

· The limitations section should better reflect programmatic data limitations, including:

· missing data

· potential reporting bias

· inability to infer causality
· The result section lacks interpretation of result before each table or figure.

· Limitations are numbeed as continuation of recommendations.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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