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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 is a well-conducted study addressing an important gap in HIV drug resistance surveillance in Cameroon. The manuscript would benefit from tightening the introduction, harmonizing sample size reporting, adding summary tables/figures for clarity, and sharpening the conclusion to emphasize clinical and policy relevance.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	 Reads like an aim rather than a formal research title.

 “HIV 1” should be written as HIV-1.
 Too general: doesn’t highlight the geographic setting, mutations, or key findings.

May be Title like

“HIV-1 Integrase Gene Diversity and Resistance-Associated Mutations among Treatment-Naïve Individuals in Yaoundé, Cameroon” more suitable
	

	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, but the results section should report the exact mutation name (P145S) rather than “one major mutation.”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript appears to be scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate. The study design, laboratory techniques, and data interpretation are consistent with current standards in HIV drug resistance research.
Clarify the discrepancy between the number of analyzed sequences (52 vs. 53 across abstract and results).
Some of the suggestions are
Expand on how findings inform Cameroon’s HIV strategy, especially regarding baseline resistance testing.
Mutation frequencies should be presented in a summary table (major vs. minor mutations).

The introduction is informative but contains repetition of prevalence statistics (UNAIDS 2023, Cameroon HIV prevalence). Consider consolidating to streamline flow.
Add a clear objective statement at the end of the introduction, e.g., “This study aimed to determine the prevalence of integrase inhibitor resistance-associated mutations and HIV-1 subtype distribution among treatment-naïve individuals in Yaoundé.”
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References need to be added in methodology
	

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


	Correct minor typographical errors (“cross section study” → “cross-sectional study”; “comprehensively analyze” → “analyzed”).

Section numbering is inconsistent (3.4 missing).

Ensure consistent reporting of sample size across sections (52 vs. 53).


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses an important and timely topic, as baseline integrase resistance data in Cameroon are scarce despite the increasing rollout of dolutegravir.

The writing is generally clear and well-organized, but the text could be streamlined by reducing repetition in the introduction and discussion.

Ensure consistency in numbers reported (52 vs. 53 integrase sequences analyzed).

Consider shortening some methodological details (e.g., kit manufacturers) and instead focus on steps critical to reproducibility. This will help improve readability.
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