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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.

	Importance of the Manuscript for the Scientific Community:
This manuscript highlights the microbiological profiles of respiratory tract infections (RTIs) in HIV-infected and non-infected individuals, emphasizing the prevalence of opportunistic pathogens such as *Mycobacterium tuberculosis*. The findings have significant implications for early diagnosis, targeted treatment, and public health strategies, especially in regions with high HIV prevalence. The study’s insights into the correlation between declining CD4 counts and infection susceptibility are particularly relevant for guiding clinical management and optimizing antiretroviral therapy.
	

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

	The current title is descriptive and relevant. However, a more concise and impactful alternative could be:
"Comparative Microbiological Analysis of Respiratory Tract Infections in HIV-Infected and Non- Infected Patients".
	

	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.

	The abstract is informative but could benefit from a clearer statement of the study’s objective and methodology. Key findings, such as statistical significance and the implications for clinical practice, should be concisely summarized.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically robust. However, it should clarify the statistical methods used and explicitly address limitations, such as the geographical specificity of the findings.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	While the references are relevant, many are outdated. Recent studies, such as those on updated HIV treatment guidelines and pathogen prevalence trends, should be included.
	

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

	The language is adequate but requires moderate editing for grammatical accuracy, conciseness, and consistency in terminology.
	

	Optional/General comments

	· Consider visualizing the data (e.g., pathogen prevalence) with graphs or charts for better engagement.
· Explicitly state the limitations and suggest future research directions to enhance the manuscript’s scope.
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	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)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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