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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)

Compulsory REVISION comments

Minor REVISION comments

The study was influenced by selection bias with more females than males due to
differences in the health-seeking behaviors of men and women at the clinic. There was lack
of HIV infected patients who are treatment naive to compare with as all diagnosed patients
are put on treatment as per government regulation as advised by the local clinicians. No
study had been done to determine the reference ranges of lipid profiles on the local
population as it is affected by environmental factors. There is need to determine levels of
lipid profiles that defines dyslipidaemia as this study used literature determined on subjects
in United States of America which are subjected to different environmental factors. Due to
limited resources the sample size was small with most patients being on NNRTI regimen
compared to Pl regimen.

In my opinion, the paper is well written and organized. The work of the paper is correct.
However, there are some comments to improve the quality of the paper which are given as
]:O"(I)xvtsﬁe introduction part, the author should give more background works in detail about

advantages of the proposed method over the existing methods
*  Some remarks on the computation complexity of the obtained results should be given.

Optional/General comments
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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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