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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 will help showcase the magnitude of the problem with drug resistance, determine the trend of ART drug resistance, and the effectiveness of instituted measures. It will help guide policy makers and public health officials in adjusting their strategies, creating awareness, and/or encouraging drug compliance among people living with HIV/AIDS.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Not suitable. It doesn’t really capture the theme of the study.
Alternative Title: “Epidemiology of Second-Line Antiretroviral Therapy Use in a Decentralized HIV Care Center in Senegal: A Retrospective Cross-Sectional Study (2019 – 2023).”
	

	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 background section stating that “HIV drug resistance necessitates second-line antiretroviral therapy (ART) in resource-limited settings.” Is too unclear. It seems to suggest that HIV drug resistance is only a problem in resource-limited settings. The author can fragment it, stating the problem and emphasizing it being a concern in resource-limited settings because of limited drug supply, costs, inaccessibility to care, etc.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	People living with HIV is not inclusive of people living with AIDS. Some institutions use the term, ‘People living with HIV/AIDS’.
The author may want to clarify this and show how they stratify the patients to exclude those with AIDS.

The figures do not show exactly what is discussed. For example, Figure 3 Distribution by occupation. In the text, the author states that majority of patients were unemployed (25%) but failed to show this in the figure. If 25% were unemployed as per the bar chart, then 75% are employed in various sectors and constitute the majority.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	5 out of the 14 references are within the past 5 years and a total of 11 are within the past 10 years.
Maintain uniform referencing style.
	

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


	No. Some grammatical errors, and some texts are in Senegalese. Figures 1, 2 and 3 are in Senegalese.
Table III: replace VIH with HIV.
All abbreviations should be initially spelt out when first used. E.g., CHT

Replace ‘non-inclusion criteria’ with exclusion criteria.

Some noticeable grammatical errors in the Discussion section.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The study carries scientific credence. However, it needs an overhaul of the grammar and English.
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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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