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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

The research is good designed and the research idea is good. The author needs to improve the writing. 
Currently, the writing is not concise. The author wants to study whether ARV treatment for HIV-infected 
patients can influence the lipid metabolism of those patients or whether the lipid abnormalities are caused by 
HIV infection.  
To do this, the author compared three groups: ARV treated HIV infected, HIV infected without ARV treatment, 
and non-HIV infected group. The author needs to write clearly, just to describe the reason to do this research, 
the objective, the methods to do it, the results and the discussions.  
The introduction section is too tedious, not focusing on the objective. And some sentences are confusing, for 
example “the African continent… AIDS-related illnesses.” The third paragraph is no use and can be removed. 
The fourth and the fifth paragraphs need to be combined.  
The first paragraph of discussion section is no use. The reviewer suggests the author to briefly introduce the 
influence of the tested parameters on the liver health in the discussion section.  
Also please introduced what CD stands for.  

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The idea for the research is good. The writing needs major revision.  
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
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