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1. In the Abstract section, on lines 19 and 20 are 21 

cases HIV positive with ICT device and 85 

negative samples, aren’t they? 

2. 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. 

3. Update references to 2013-2015. 
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