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(Google search and search terms, experts’ advice, source of testing recommendations, 

inclusion criteria, and categorization of testing recommendations). - Results section: In 

this section (Line 2, 7, 13) we noticed some a number of Reference citation. It should not 

be. I would have wished you delete it. I think also the sentence “In the United States, 

individuals born from 1945-1965 are included in both CDC and USPSTF HCV testing 

recommendations as they account for 75% of all HCV infections and evidence confirmed 

that a risk-based strategy alone failed to identify more than 50% of HCV infections due 

to provider and patient barriers in correctly ascertaining risk” looks like study rational. 

It should be stated in the “Introduction section”. The work would be significantly 

improved with the suppression of references in “results section” and their insertion in 

“discussion section” via for example interpretation formulations. The work would be 

equally significantly improved with the transfer of sentence “In the United States, 

individuals born from 1945-1965 are.....as they account for 75% of all HCV infections and 

evidence confirmed that a risk-based strategy alone failed to identify more than 50% of 

HCV infections....” in the “introduction section”.  - Discussion section: we noticed 

Paragraph 2 Line 13: “countries” instead “counties”; Paragraph 2 Line 17: “from 
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included in the HCV Panel guidance are notified and discussed”. Study limitation: 

search term, internet accessibility time, etc. Future direction and practicalities: “HCV 

Guidance Panel continues to review evidence on immigrants/visitors from countries 

where HCV is endemic, any future guidance for HCV testing among foreign-born 

individuals would need to account for geographic disparities in HCV prevalence and 
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practicalities in implementing this in clinical practice settings”. No significant gaps were 

identified in the study.  In addition I would like to make important Specific Comments 

related your work:  1. First: We noticed in your study: Similarities of the HCV Guidance 

Panel’s guidance with those of recommendations from very high HDI countries.  2. 

Second:  - HCV Guidance Panel continues to review evidence on immigrants/visitors 

from countries where HCV is endemic.  - Conclusions appropriately summarize the 

data that this study provided.  3. Third:  - Limitations: search term, internet 

accessibility time, misinterpretation of the role of the government’s involvement, etc. - 

Any future guidance for HCV testing among foreign-born individuals would need to 

account for geographic disparities in HCV prevalence and practicalities in implementing 

this in clinical practice settings. 
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medical procedure in a specified country or in a country where hepatitis C is common or 

where universal precautions are not in place 3. Body piercing or tattoo history 4. 

Hemophilia history 5. Hepatitis A or B infection history 6. Homeless persons 7. 

Immigrants or visitors from countries where HCV is endemic 8. Liver Cancer 9. Living 

with, or sexual partner of, HCV-positive person 10. Multiple sex partners, history of 

sexually transmitted infections (STIs), or high risk sexual behaviors 11. Attending STI 

clinic (+/- any risk factors) you should take care from what is called occult HCV 

infection  you didn't mention the type of tests done for detection of HCV  also the 

table need to be clear dose the (x) sign means that this category is not tested 
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