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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.


	The researchers raised important public health issues with regard to HIV infection , ART treatment and the effect on calcium and FSH level. This information is vital to design intervention measures while managing HIV infection with ART drugs.  The work can be also used as a baseline information to further works. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is ok.
	

	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.


	It is fairly written. However,  some information are described twice . For example the study design and methodology contains similar information and it is good to avoid such redundant ideas. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In my opinion it is prepared in a scientific ways. Though there is a room for improvement. The authors mentioned oral consent only. Since this is HIV cases it need also written consent as far as they were communicated. The result section is not well articulated specially all tables do not have text narration before the table it has to be corrected. In the discussion part, place and time is not indicated and it is better to indicate in citation .  The recommendation is not strong. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	It is quite enough as it contain recent articles in more than 75 % of the case. 
	

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


	It is some what good but additional editorial work is required.  The use of tense should be considered. 
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