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Here, you can see the Reviewers, Associate Editors
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 REFEREE: Reviewer | Revision (0)

Dear AE, 
This article is valuable for publication, because, today, it is an important issue. 
But the below notes could be mentioned based on editorial agreement. 
1- The keyword is not based on mesh browser which should be corrected (: Mother, Child,
HIV/AIDS, Transmission) 
2- What is the mention of " ideal state"' on page 4 paragraph 1 line 2. If it is should be below
1 or 5 percent. The authors should more discuss it. 
3- Definite object of the study was not in the earlier paragraph. 
4- This letter is too short for introducing important works about prophylaxis and treatments
of HIV infection in Iran. The authors should be discussed more by details about it until it will
be as favorable as for readers. 
5- No plagiarism detected. 
Thanks.

 REFEREE: Reviewer | Revision (0)

Dear AE, 
Thank you for sharing with me in the review of this manuscript. 

11 Feb 2019

20 Apr 2019
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This letter to the editor is entitled as challenges and achievements of mother-to-child HIV
transmission (PMTCT) program in Iran. All of them are based on UNAIDS data and are
available on the website. I recommend focusing a bit more on current challenges after the
establishment of the aforementioned program. 
Regards.

 REFEREE: Associate Editor | Revision (0)

Dear EIC 
The reviewer(s) have recommended publication, but also suggest some minor revisions to
the manuscript. Therefore, I invite the author to respond to the reviewer(s)' comments and
revise his manuscript. 
Kind regards, 
Associate Editor 

 REFEREE: EIC | Revision (0)

Dear Author, 
Your article is reviewed by the reviewers carefully. According to their comments, this
document needs minor revision. Please follow their comments as requested. 
Thanks. 

7 Jul 2019

11 Aug 2019
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Revision (1)

Reply to Reviewers

Ideally, the reviewing process can significantly improve
the submitted manuscripts by allowing the authors to take
into account the advice of reviewers. Author(s) must reply
to all reviewers' comments in a separate Word file, point
by point. A "Reply to Reviewers" document is submitted
along with revised manuscript during submission of
revised files, summarizing the changes that the authors
made in response to the reviewers' comments. The
responses to reviewers' comments specifies how the
authors addressed each comment the reviewers made.

You can read the authors' responses to the reviewers'
comments in the next page.
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Reply to reviewers:

Many thanks for your kind comments. Corrections have been highlighted in the body of 
letter. In below we respond your critiques and comments points by points.

Best regard.

Reviewer 1:

This letter to editor is entitled as challenges and achievements of mother-to-child HIV 
transmission (PMTCT) program in Iran. All of them are based on UNAIDS data and are 
available in website. I recommend focusing a bit more on current challenges after 
establishment of aforementioned program. 

Response: We added some notes in the text. Please see highlighted phrases.

Reviewer 2:
1- Keyword is not based on mesh browser which should be corrected (: Mother, Child, 
HIV/AIDS, Transmission)

Response: Thank  you. We revised them according Mesh browser

2-What is the mention about " ideal state"' in page 4 paragraph 1 line 2. If it is should be 
below 1 or 5 percent. The authors should more discuss about it.

Response: Thanks for your kind comment. We explained this subject with more details.

3- difinite object of the study was not in the earlear paragraph.

Response: It was added to first paragraph of manuscript
4- This letter is too short for introduce important works about prophylaxies and treatments of 
HIV infction in Iran. The authors should be discouse more by details about it till it will be as 
favorable as for readers.
Response: We added some explanations in this regards

Sincerely yours
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Revision (1)

Here, you can see the Reviewers, Associate Editors
and EICs' comments from the beginning to the end of the
revision process.

 

 Masoud Mardani: EIC | Revision (1)

Dear Author, 
The document is reviewed carefully by the reviewers. According to their comments and your
revisions as requested, this manuscript is accepted. 
Thanks. 

25 Sep 2019
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