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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

1.

Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

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

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have

suggestion of additional references, please mention in the
review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to

provide additional suggestions/comments)

Yes. However, author(s) should state this clearly. See my comments on 5.

I suggest: “Prevalence of Chronic Kidney Disease in ART-Naive Patients in Southern
Nigeria: Need for Creatinine Assay”

The abstract should be written according to the Journal-specific guidelines.

No! Author should adhere to Journal-specific guidelines for manuscript setting.

The problem addressed and justification for conducting this study not clearly

presented in this manuscript. Hence, difficult to derive the scientific importance of
this work!! Strongly Recommended: have a second eye from an expert in this field.

1. Listing should be in line with Journal-specific guidelines.

2. Too old references in this field!!! Check! Add current ones.

1. Manuscript setting should follow journal-specific guidelines.

2. Stated, “blacks, anywhere in the world, have a higher risk of CKD when they
are HIV-infected”. Any explanation for this claim???

3. Stated, population surveys “put the state HIV prevalence at 4.8% and 5.5%,
respectively. Any explanation for this difference??

4, For clarity to the reader, present the CKD-EPI equation used as stated in 2.2.
5. What is the accepted/standard proportion of ART-naive patients with CKD

and its use in HIV & AIDS management in Nigeria!
Author(s) should address comments made and re-submit for re-review.

Minor REVISION comments

1.

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

Optional/General comments

PART 2:

Reviewer's comment

feedback here)

IAuthor’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

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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