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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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.

	A great effort by the authors on HIV cohort for the evaluation of renal disease based upon gfr estimation equations. This study will add new insights into renal disease diagnosis in more precise manner in patients with HIV. It will pave new paths for future studies to tackle such diseases with strong understanding of outcomes. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Title is well structured but can be modified as: Ckd epi and dmrd comparison in hiv patients for assesment of renal disease 
or 
Renal disease assessment in hiv patients: comparing egfr equations in a cross sectional study
	

	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.

	yes. Abstract is well written and structured. Authors have given all the necessary information in abstract.
Abstract is up to mark.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, as a cross sectional study, authors have collected, analyzed and interpreted all the necessary data. This study is scientifically correct. Major concerns are small sample size, absence of  gold standard and single clinic study which may not be sufficient to apply these findings to a larger scale. Authors should compare their findings with more studies to validate their findings. 
Some parameters needs consideration. Authors should collect more samples from different clinics to validate their findings scientifically.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are enough.
Better to mention more recent ones.
	

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

	Yes. Use of language is appropriate. 
	

	Optional/General comments

	Manuscript is good to publish after meeting recommended guidelines of the journal. 
Manuscript is good to publish. If seems necessary by the journal editorial board references and a minor revision in discussion can make this article worth reading.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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