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	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.


	This manuscript addresses a crucial public health concern by examining the nutritional status and dietary diversity among HIV-positive adults. Given the increased metabolic demands and nutritional challenges faced by this population, the study provides valuable insights that can guide targeted interventions. The findings have significant implications for healthcare providers, policymakers, and researchers, particularly in resource-limited settings where malnutrition and food insecurity exacerbate HIV-related complications. By contributing to the growing body of knowledge on HIV and nutrition, this study can support the development of evidence-based dietary recommendations and public health strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is relevant and aligns with the study’s focus. However, for clarity and precision, a refined version could be:
“Nutritional Status and Dietary Diversity Among HIV-Positive Adults: A Cross-Sectional Study in South Delhi”
This version maintains the original intent while emphasizing the study design and location
	

	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 generally comprehensive, providing a clear overview of the study's objectives, methods, results, and conclusions. However, it could be improved by including specific numerical findings to enhance clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound with a well-defined research question, appropriate methodology, and relevant statistical analysis. However, a careful review of data interpretation is needed to ensure conclusions are well-supported. Potential biases and confounding factors should be explicitly addressed. Minor revisions may improve clarity and strengthen the findings.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Mostly relevant but lacks recent studies on ART-associated metabolic changes.
Add: Global guidelines (e.g., WHO, 2021 "Nutrition for HIV/AIDS") to contextualize recommendations.
	

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


	 Grammatical errors (e.g., "food exchange group book" -> "food exchange list") and awkward phrasing (e.g., "females were more adequate" -> "females had higher dietary adequacy")
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