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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 

 

The authors should present their results in a table. 

This table should show the actual number of female 

and male patients that were positive, not just 

percentages. The table should also show how many 

individuals in each age group and in the occupational 

groups 

 

I cannot make the numbers fit. 

22 patients of the 188 were positive. This is 11.7%. 

43 were males and the seroprevalence among males 

was 3.13% (or 3.23%; see comment minor revision). 

This is 1.35 or 1.39 patients? 

Same for women (n=145), of whom 8.3% were 

positive; i.e. 12 patients. 

 

In total were 22 patients positive, but 1.39 + 12 is not 

22? 

 

Actual numbers should also be given for the different 

occupational groups.  

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

Title: mentions patients on ART. This should be 

mentioned in 1.2 Materials and Methods 

 

Abstract, line 22: the authors conclude that all HIV-

infected patients should be screened before starting 

antiretroviral therapy, while they have only tested 

patients on treatment. How can such a conclusion be 

made if no patients that were not treated were 
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examined? 

 

Line 17: 3.23% of the males were positive, while lane 78 

it says 3.13% 

 

Line 17: the word “was” should be removed. 

Optional/General comments 
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