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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 manuscript addresses a significant clinical concern: the precise assessment of renal function in patients infected with HIV. As survival rates improve due to antiretroviral therapy, chronic kidney disease (CKD) has gained increasing importance within this demographic. The comparison of the CKD-EPI and MDRD equations holds clinical significance, as treatment decisions, drug dosages, and CKD staging rely on the estimated glomerular filtration rate (GFR). This study provides local data from a Nigerian HIV cohort, which is particularly valuable given that African populations are frequently underrepresented in validation studies of GFR equations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable and reflects the study design and objective.
	

	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 structured. However, the following enhancements are recommended:

Explicitly define the study design as "cross-sectional" in the Methods section (although it is mentioned, it could benefit from greater precision).

Clarify the statistical results (for instance, P-values are presented inconsistently; refrain from stating "P = .001 vs P = .06" without further explanation).

The conclusion should more cautiously indicate that no gold standard method was employed.

Rectify typographical errors (for example, "IOR" should be corrected to "IQR"; "14, 4%" should be revised to "14.4%").

In general, the abstract is satisfactory but requires minor revisions for enhanced clarity, accuracy, and grammatical correctness.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study design (observational cross-sectional) is suitable for comparing the two equations. The methodology is largely acceptable. Nevertheless, there are several concerns:

ANOVA may not be the most suitable test for comparing two related GFR estimates from the same participants; paired statistical methods would be more fitting.

There is a lack of consistency in the reporting of P-values.

The manuscript asserts that MDRD may overestimate severity; however, without a gold standard GFR measurement, this assertion should be approached with greater caution.

Some interpretations in the discussion are somewhat exaggerated considering the limitations of the study.

Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound but necessitates statistical clarification and a more cautious interpretation of the results.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references include important foundational studies which is appropriate.
	

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


	The English language requires improvement. 

Professional language editing is strongly recommended before publication.


	

	Optional/General comments


	Clearly define the definition of IQR as opposed to IOR.

Maintain uniformity in the presentation of percentages and decimal formats.

Specify if race correction factors were correctly utilized in the equations.

The discussion should more effectively differentiate between statistical significance and clinical significance.

The conclusion explicitly convey the limitations.
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