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	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 added to the body of knowledge about the prevalence and risk factors of Human immunodeficiency virus (HIV) and hepatitis C virus (HCV) co-infection. Moderately high prevalence of HIV/HCV co-infection was observed in the current study. These findings underscore the need to enhance public health education and implement targeted interventions to reduce co-infection rates.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The Title is not adequate for the content of the article. The current title refers to a 'cohort study', which implies a longitudinal follow-up over time to observe outcomes based on exposure status. However, the methodology describes data collection at a single point in time to determine prevalence, which is characteristic of a cross-sectional study.  A title that doesn't accurately represent the work.  So, I suggest the following titles:
PREVALENCE AND ASSOCIATED FACTORS OF HEPATITIS C VIRUS INFECTION AMONG HIV POSITIVE PATIENTS RECEIVING HAART AT A TERTIARY HOSPITAL IN MAKURDI, BENUE STATE

HEPATITIS C VIRUS INFECTION AMONG HIV POSITIVE PATIENTS RECEIVING HAART AT A TERTIARY HOSPITAL IN MAKURDI, BENUE STATE: CROSS-SECTIONAL STUDY

	

	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 well-structured and comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is, on the whole, scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references meet the quality criteria expected  in scholarly work. The list of references is sufficient and fits the content.
	

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


	 The article's language/English quality is not suitable for scholarly communication. There is a need to improve by seeking professional assistance.  
	

	Optional/General comments


	The research is well-grounded and contributes legitimately to the ongoing "conversation" in its field.  However, the methodology describes data collection at a single point in time to determine prevalence, which is characteristic of a cross-sectional study. It is not about a cohort study. Please, correct.

There are a few grammatical errors and typographical mistakes in this article. I recommend using professional academic editing services.

In the results section, there is a redundancy (tables and descriptions). Kindly choose one of the two. Furthermore, the paragraph defining Figure 3 is missing.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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