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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the
article.

Rating Result
[Poor] 1-5
[Excellent]
5

The title is clear and adequate.
2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and
results.

4

The object and the results are clear. The method need to be expanded to bring out
the methods used to select specific papers. The abstract also need to show the
linkage between the different aspects evaluated in the study: legal as well as the
practice.
3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling
mistakes in this article.

4

(Please insert your comments)
Some repetitions are included in the abstract. In the introduction there are a few
grammatical errors – these persons refuse getting tested.
There is the use of ‘also’ and other conjunctions such as However to start
paragraphs where the thoughts are not linked.
Paragraph two on page 5, this should be revisited – the language is contradictory

4. The study methods are explained clearly.

4

(Please insert your comments)
The method is explained but there is need for explanation on why these specific
studies were selected – the justification for the choice of those and not any other.
Revisit the review as the study focuses on Nigeria and some of the studies identified
from other countries including South Africa.
5. The resultsare clear and do not contain errors.

3.5

(Please insert your comments)
The results are clear but more support on the cultural context should be used to
justify the variations
6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and
supported by the content.

3.5

The conclusions are accurate but more should be included to support the
recommended methods of removing stigma
7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate.
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(Please insert your comments)
These are comprehensive
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Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s):
This is a good paper but you need to provide more contextual
aspects that shape the behaviour of community members especially
when the subject under discussion is viewed as a taboo. This would
provide a strong support for review of stigma

