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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (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.


	This study is highly essential in advancing the scientific community’s knowledge regarding HIV and Co-infections. At the moment, little is  known about how certain co-infections affect the mortality and prognosis of people infected with HIV. This is a significant leap towards advancement in that field, and may be used as basis in developing policies that benefit people with HIV. Furthermore, it may provide basis for future studies involving malaria vaccination on HIV afflicted individuals.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is very clear and direct to the point, as it emphasizes the population involved, and the foci of the study. Another recommended title would be: “A comparative analysis on the Serum Clusterin And Uric Acid Levels of HIV potitive individuals co-infected with Malaria in Nigeria”. This recommendation is aimed at making the title shorter, yet maintaining it’s scientific value. 
	

	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 very comprehensive yet concisely written. It emphasizes the important point of this study in a very concise approach. However, I would like to recommend that they be more specific about the statistical analysis used in comparing values (ie., ANOVA, independent T-Test etc), along with any softwares used in the statistical  analysis. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In most part, I can see that scientific rigor was considered. However, I do not agree that 88 participants is enough to make such a conlusive result. When 88 participants are divided into 4 groups, each group would roughly consist of ≈22 members. That may not be enough to conduct parametric analysis on the data. It is recommended to expand the sampling size to at least 120 participants if they will maintain 4 groups of participants (≈30 participants per group). 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The number of reference used is relatively sufficient for this article. However, I would like to point out that some references used were more than 10 years old. I can see cited articles published in 2013 and 2014. Those references may need to be replaced with more recent and updated citations. 
	

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


	Yes. The authors effectively maintained a scientific tone throughout the manuscript while ensuring clarity and accessibility for readers. Their writing demonstrates a strong balance between technical precision and readability. I commend the authors for presenting complex ideas in a manner that is both intellectually rigorous and easy to comprehend, without diminishing the scholarly quality of the work.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a well-written and insightful piece of research. I commend the authors for addressing an important area of inquiry and presenting meaningful findings. My only concern pertains to the relatively small sample size, which could limit the generalizability of the results. Nevertheless, the study remains a valuable contribution to the field. Well done.
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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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