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	Author’s Feedback (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 review provides an in-depth understanding of the emerging role of monocytes and macrophages in the pathogenesis of non-AIDS-defining events (nADEs) among people living with HIV (PLWH). It integrates evidence across cardiovascular, neurological, hepatic, renal, and oncological domains, it highlights critical immunological mechanisms contributing to chronic inflammation and organ-specific damage despite availability of ART.  It clearly explains HIV pathogenesis beyond viral suppression and underscores the therapeutic potential of immunomodulation and reservoir elimination.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable. It is clear and accurately reflects the content and scope of the manuscript. However, in my personal option and to catch the attention of the readers, I Suggested (optional):
Monocytes and Macrophages in HIV-Related Non-AIDS Defining Events: Mechanisms and Therapeutic Implications
	

	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 well-written and comprehensive. It summarizes the key findings, mechanisms, and therapeutic implications discussed in the manuscript however there is need to include Aim, Research question, and methodology 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically accurate and well-supported by recent literature. The inclusion of therapeutic implications and graphical figures adds clarity and relevance. The information is current and consistent with existing scientific literature.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are comprehensive and recent. They include primary research articles and major reviews published in high-impact journals through 2024–2025. The manuscript demonstrates excellent scholarship in selecting sources. 
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	The language quality is high and appropriate for scholarly communication
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	The article is well structured and good for acceptance
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