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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 publication is important to the scientific community because it explains why people living with HIV continue to die in hospitals even though we have the availability of good medication. This study provides real-time information so that we can make use to improve patient retention and minimize unnecessary HIV-related mortality.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, given title is suitable
	

	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 comprehensive. Some more points can be added briefly so that it will be easier to understand. Also results of the study can be explicitly mentioned, so that it will motivate the reader. Need to elaborate little bit more.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, Manuscript is scientifically correct 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient.
	

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


	It is understandable, but need to take effort on grammar, sentence formation before final submission
	

	Optional/General comments


	· There is Inconsistency in mortality frequency.

· Sample size and group description inconsistencies:

· In results 33.3% in-hospital mortality (53 deaths out of ~159 admissions).

· In Discussion Suddenly states "68%" in-hospital mortality. This appears to be a clear error or confusion.
· Sample size and group description inconsistencies: It Compares 53 deaths vs. 108 active outpatient PLHIV, but Results shows- States 53 deaths vs. 106 alive (total 159), and later percentages suggest 159 total admissions.

· The control group shifts from "108 active outpatients" to "106 alive in-hospital." This is a major logical flaw — the comparison should be consistent (either in-hospital survivors or outpatients). Mixing them weakens the validity of bivariate analyses and prevalence ratios.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

I Do not find any ethical issue.
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