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EVALUATION

Please summarize the main findings of the study.

1. Suboptimal adherence was found to be high in the study settings having more adherence in hospitals
than health centers.
2. Advanced clinical stage, low haemoglobin level, unchanged regimen, and non-disclosure of HIV serostatus
were
the identified predictors of suboptimal adherence.
3. To improve treatment adherence, special attention should be given to adherence counseling and training of
adherence supports, especially for children with poor baseline clinical characteristics, those who are taking old
regimens, and children with non-disclosed HIV sero-status.

Please highlight the limitations and strengths.

Strength :
Statistical analysis using multiple methods
Comprehensive

Weakness :
Proper description of data collection methods

Please provide your detailed review report to the authors. The editors prefer to receive your
review structured in major and minor comments. Please consider in your review the methods
(statistical methods valid and correctly applied (e.g. sample size, choice of test), is the study replicable
based on the method description?), results, data interpretation and references. If there are any
objective errors, or if the conclusions are not supported, you should detail your concerns.

The study is appropriate with the correct sample size calculation. Statistical methods used for the study are
valid and correctly applied with appropriate tests. The description of the study result, data interpretation,
result and description are well written. References are appropriate except reference No. 38.
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