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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 
 

The authors observed CD4, TNF level in comparison with eGFR and concluded 
female is at high risk for renal impairment. 
The correlation between CD4, TNF and eGFR does not imply the reason that female 
is at high risk.  The authors should show data to support their conclusion. 
Renal function is evaluated not only by eGFR but proteinuria.  Do authors have data 
of proteinuria level? 
I doubt the distribution of data on CD4 count, TNF and eGFR differ between male and 
female or each category.  Statistical analysis method should be clarified. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
English is so poor and difficult to follow.  Please ask professional editing by natives. 
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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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