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PART  1: Review Comments 

 

 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 

 

I  found the following issues not fully 

addressed: 

� The sampling technique used is not 

clear (If the researcher used random 

sampling-how was this done and why?).  

� Furthermore, the researcher did not 

motivate why two samples (rural and 

urban) were chosen.  I suggest the 

researcher must also attempt to 

compare the results from the rural and 

urban sample since HIV related stigma 

varies across settings. 

� The tool used to collect data was not 

adequately explained (was it an 

approved stigma scale? did the 

researcher develop his own 

scale/questions?). If the researcher 

developed his own questions, were the 

questions tested for validity and 

reliability. This will assist the 

researcher to motivate why his study is 

significant. 

� The significance of the study was not 

explained. If the study is confirming the 

existing findings. is it worth to publish. 

The researcher needs to motivate the 

significance of his study. 
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Minor REVISION comments 

 

  

Optional/General comments 

 

 

 

Most likely, given that the researcher is dealing 

with people with HIV, there is need for the 

researcher to explain the nature of the tools he 

utilised, thus, whether, the questions did not 

affect or cause harm to the participants. If the 

data collection tools were ethically approved by 

a research committee then the researcher must 

indicate that. 

 

 

 

 


