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

* The title is clear and explain the contents.

(Please insert your comments)
The ABSTRACT clearly presents objects, methods, and results.

* The abstract explain the objects, methods, and results of this paper.
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There are a few grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in this article.
It would be good to proof read before final publication.

The study METHODS are explained clearly.

* There is a good theoretical explanation to the method and Mwabu's framework
has been used as the analytical framework.

(Please insert your comments)
The body of the paper is clear and does not contain errors.

* There is a logical process to this paper and it is easy to follow.
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The CONCLUSION or summary is accurate and supported by the content.

* The conclusion is supported by the content.
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This is a valuable contribution and the researcher shows a deep understanding of the
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Overall, this is a good paper. However, | am not familiar with the Mwabu's
framework and it would be good to get another reviewer to have a look at the
analysis.
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The TITLE is clear and it is adequate to the content of the article.
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paper



(Please insert your comments)
The ABSTRACT clearly presents objects, methods, and results.
*Yes, the abstract of the paper is in sync with the guidelines and represent the

research papers aim, objectives, research methodology used and major findings.
Any persons reading the abstract will get overview of the research paper.

(Please insert your comments)
There are a few grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in this article.

Linguistically and grammatically, research paper is satisfactory. The communication
is fine.

(Please insert your comments)

The study METHODS are explained clearly.

* Researcher has sound methodology in sync with the requirements of the
research papers objectives and research questions. Tables presented depict the
research outcomes. However graphical representation of few tables would have
added value and readers could have easily understood the interpretation of the

methods selected . Research outputs derived are based on robust data collected
by the state agencies.

(Please insert your comments)

The body of the paper is clear and does not contain errors.

* Yes, the body of the research paper depicts the research theme, its aims,
objectives and research methodology. Interpretation and analysis are precise
and communicative of the outcomes arrived at , using statistical tools and

techniques. Interpretation are appropriate and linked with the literature
reviewed by the researcher.

(Please insert your comments)
The CONCLUSION or summary is accurate and supported by the content.

* Conclusions indicated are precise and represent the findings arrived at by the
researcher after using sound and appropriate research methodology.

(Please insert your comments)
The list of REFERENCES is comprehensive and appropriate.

* List of references and bibliography is in tune with the journals guidelines.
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(Please insert your comments)
The ABSTRACT clearly presents objects, methods, and results.

* government role needs to be highlighter at the conclusion part. Need to be more
specific towards government role.

(Please insert your comments)
There are a few grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in this article.
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The study METHODS are explained clearly.
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(Please insert your comments)
The body of the paper is clear and does not contain errors.
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(Please insert your comments)
The CONCLUSION or summary is accurate and supported by the content.

* It is a good paper, however the author should also look at the other part of the
world, that is India and china.

(Please insert your comments)
The list of REFERENCES is comprehensive and appropriate.

* Perhaps the author may use some of the paper written by Shakeel Mahmood on
women and HIV from Bangladesh perspective.
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