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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

Minor REVISION comments

In the Abstract section, on lines 19 and 20 are 21
cases HIV positive with ICT device and 85
negative samples, aren’t they?

Western blot is more sensitive than ELISA, but is

a complementary test, PCR is a confirmatory test.

The authors validated rapid screening test with
ELISA, is valid because it is the gold standard for
screening tests, but gold standard diagnosis is
PCR. Authors should mention this in the text.
Update references to 2013-2015.

1-We have corrected the said lines, as it was a
typing mistake, previously.

2-We have mentioned the diagnostic capability
of the discussed assays accordingly.

3-Few recent most references of the articles
have been quoted.

Optional /General comments
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