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PART  1: Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 

part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
importance of this manuscript for the scientific 
community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

1. Manuscript is good, absolutely fine for scientific community but only little revision 
require from my point of view. 

2. Kindly ensure that the patient’s details were strictly confidential. 
3. The researcher’s area of research done is up to date in stipulated time but it further 

need to increase the experimental size so that the results were getting more highly 
significant. 

1. We appreciate the reviewer’s acknowledgment of the 
manuscript’s relevance. In response to this comment, we 
have revised the introduction section to further elaborate on 
the importance of our study for the scientific community, 
emphasizing its potential to advance current knowledge and 
improve patient outcomes. 

2. To ensure patient confidentiality, we confirm that all patient 
data has been anonymized and handled in compliance with 
ethical guidelines. A statement highlighting this has been 
added to the Methods section. 

3. Regarding the experimental size, we acknowledge this 
valuable suggestion. We have added a section in the 
Discussion addressing this limitation and outlined a plan for 
future studies with a larger sample size to enhance the 
significance of the findings. 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

Title need little update, “ ART write the full i.e. Anti –retroviral Theraphy and instead of 
subjects use the term patients.  

The title has been updated as suggested. We replaced "ART" with its 
full form, "Anti-retroviral Therapy," and substituted "subjects" with 
"patients" for clarity and inclusivity 

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some 
points in this section? Please write your 
suggestions here. 

 

Abstract is precise, concrete and accurate up to some extent and no further addition 
needed. 

We are pleased that the abstract was found precise and accurate. No 
changes were made, as no further additions were required. 

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please 
write here. 

Manuscript is scientifically correct. Thank you for affirming the scientific accuracy of the manuscript. No 
further modifications were necessary. 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 
 

References need some addition to support your work. As per the reviewer’s recommendation, we have added recent and 
relevant references to strengthen the manuscript. These references 
have been highlighted in the updated manuscript. 
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Is the language/English quality of the article 
suitable for scholarly communications? 

 

Language is upto the, mark and very impressive.  We are grateful for the positive feedback on the language quality. No 
further edits were made in this regard. 

Optional/General comments 
 

There was no competing issue of interest found in this manuscript. Thank you for confirming that there are no competing issues of 
interest. We appreciate the reviewer’s valuable feedback and have 
incorporated all suggested changes to improve the manuscript. 
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Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should 
write his/her feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 
 

 


