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	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 is of huge importance for the scientific community because it gives an understanding and knowledge of the how we can better audit the experience of plwhiv esp in an african setting and what the three  delay actually means. There are some subtitles that should have been placed in the introduction  section such as the limitation. It could be obsreved that there are write –up inconsistences and structure
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	Yes , the title is very suitable for the article and straightforward. It captures the study done
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	The abstract is comprehensive enough to outline the objective of the study , though there is need to add more info in the introductory part of the abstract.  I.e what the three delay entails.
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	Yes, it is scientifically correct for the purpose it intends to focus on.
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	Yes the references are sufficient but not in proper apa format. I guess this could be due to language translation.it is also above average in terms of how recent. 
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	It is quite good for scholarly communication and the English Lang is okay though it may need to be worked upon.
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