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HIV patients.
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adequately presents the work.

Yes, they are, but no citations are used in the Discussion

Yes, itis.

approximately 50% are from the last five years.

additional suggestions/comments)

Tenofovir, a nucleotide reverse transcriptase inhibitor, is a key component of highly active
antiretroviral therapy (HAART) for HIV infection. This work study tenofovir induced osteopenia in

| consider the introduction in the summary to be unnecessary. The rest of the abstract

They are sufficient, but | suggest, if possible, that the citations be updated so that
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