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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.
	
	

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

	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.
	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	
	

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

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


	

	Optional/General comments

	Effects of CD4 count level on patterns of respiratory tract infections of HIV-infected patients in Western India

1. In the first part of the introduction, WHO provides data from 2007. Recent data will be more appreciable.
2. Opportunistic Pneumonia needs an explanation with a justified reference.
3. A sample questionnaire on which the study was done can be presented as mentioned in the initial part of Material Methods.
4.  Proper figures showing sputum smears and gram staining can be presented justifying the material method part as well as the results of the present study. 
5. There is no mention of Western India specifications and any related data. Accordingly, the Title needs to be curated. 
6. The data presented in the table need to be well furnished with a short description for each tabulated presentation for the book chapter. 
7. The discussion part needs more curation with a specific explanation.
8. The conclusion itself says vague relation, not compatible with good reporting. So the conclusion needs more clarity.  
9. To make this a book chapter, proper curation needed with more recent information.
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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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