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In this manuscript, the authors reports of hypocholesterolemia in 
ART-naïve children in Nigeria. 
This is an interesting study bringing somehow unexpected results. 
The study appears well planned and is well written. 
The authors try to explain their unexpected results by the low 
dietary cholesterol levels of the patients (living on peasant meals 
low in cholesterol) and it might be the reason why the results in 
this study are different from others in other parts of the world. The 
authors also caution about the limits of the study because of this 
particular diet. 
In Table 1: there is “Hepatosplenomegaly: 35 patients”, 
“Hepatomegaly: 39 patients, and “Splenomegaly: 5 patients”. How 
are they defined clinically and why is there only 35 patients with 
hepatosplenomegaly if there are already 39 with hepatomegay? 
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