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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

It seems that you format does not work either. I have tried to open the
document I sent you but it appears scrambled. I also tried to download once
more the documents you sent me but curiously, they are blank. Anyway, I
have now little time and send you my comments by email. Please see below:

Overall, this manuscript is of very poor quality with a score of 3 at best.

The topicis not original and has been examined by several authors

The authors have a limited knowledge of the literature on stigma and
impact on adherence.

They could benefit of doing some search on PubMed using the keywords
'stigma’ and 'adherence’

The methodology of their research is also questionable. For example, they
collect data in subjects who are under treatment but do not analyze the
impact of stigma on access to treatment.

The English language and presentation of the results deserve major
improvements

The discussion is not referenced at all (see comments in points 3-4).

It is recommended that the authors seek advice to researchers used to
publish in peer-reviewed journals

[Comment receive as email from reviewer]

Minor REVISION
comments

Optional /General
comments
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