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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.
	While this is an interesting topic, I find the article very lacking. For a review, it is awfully short and written in an amateurish style, which makes no sense at certain areas. Important information is missing and what is already there lacks the necessary detail to be of any value to a Medical or Biology professional interested in the topic.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is suitable, although I would prefer “treatment options” instead of therapeutics. In general, I would recommend a more focused review on a specific aspect of HIV, the current scope is too wide.

	

	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.
	The abstract is too short and lacks important information presented within the review. Clinical manifestations should be mentioned, in addition to treatment options.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	While accurate information is included, the authors do not follow a proper narrative review structure and there are several important omissions and generalizations.  
	

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

	References are insufficient for a review of this scope.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?

	English is at times informal and non-scholarly, with some areas even being difficult to understand. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	1) Many statements within the manuscript lack proper support by relevant literature (eg structure and composition lacks any citations altogether)
2) No epidemiological data (prevalence, incidence, temporal trends etc) of the disease are provided (although this a review of HIV epidemiology, among other things)
3) No data on the effectiveness, side effects and survival after treatment are provided, rendering this information only encyclopaedical and not practical for the reader.

4) The manuscript lacks proper organization within the designated subsection. For example, the first drug to combat HIV is provided after the list of current antiretroviral treatment and the potential concomitant conditions with HIV are mentioned in-between the description of signs and symptoms. It is confusing and disorienting. 
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	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)
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