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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, 

correct the manuscript and highlight that 

part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that 

authors should write his/her feedback 

here) 
Compulsory REVISION comments 

 
(1) In the Abstract the authors stated “……..in HBV or 

HCV-HIV co-infected patients.” It is clearer to say 

“….. patients with HIV who are co-infected with 

HBV/HCV”. 

(2) The Abstract contains little data. 

 

 

 

1. agreed. Abstract corrected accordingly 

2. abstract in part re-written and 

expanded 

Minor REVISION comments 

 
Line 62, “….... a constant increase increase over time” 

should be “…… a constant increase over time”. 

 

 

Modified accordingly 

Optional/General comments 

 
Please clearly state this is a review, but not a systematic 

review. A systematic review has the inherent defect of 

harbouring the authors’ personal biases. 

 

 

Done with a new sentence stating the purpose of 

the review at the end of the introduction 

 


