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	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 manuscript provides valuable insights into the epidemiology of COVID-19 among vulnerable populations in Senegal, a region where data have been relatively scarce compared to other parts of the world. By combining RT-PCR testing with antibody detection, the study offers a comprehensive understanding of both active infections and immune responses in elderly individuals and those with comorbidities. The findings not only highlight the role of vaccination in shaping immune protection but also emphasize the need for ongoing monitoring of antibody persistence and effectiveness. Such evidence is crucial for guiding public health policies and vaccination strategies in resource-limited settings, particularly in sub-Saharan Africa.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title “MULTICENTRIC STUDY ON ANTI-SARS-CoV-2 IMMUNITY IN 2022 IN SENEGAL: CASE OF VULNERABLE POPULATIONS” is informative, but it is slightly long and could be refined for clarity and conciseness. A more precise and reader-friendly title could be:
Anti-SARS-CoV-2 Immunity Among Vulnerable Populations in Senegal: A Multicentric 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.


	Strengths of the abstract

Clear objective and rationale (importance of studying vulnerable populations).

Methodology briefly described (RT-PCR and antibody tests).

Results highlight demographics, vaccination status, PCR positivity, and antibody prevalence.

Conclusion draws a useful link to vaccination and need for surveillance.
Suggested addition to strengthen the abstract

Background sentence: “Despite relatively low reported COVID-19 cases in Africa, limited data exist on immune responses among high-risk groups such as the elderly and those with comorbidities.”

Public health significance: “The study provides baseline data essential for guiding vaccination policies and resource allocation in low- and middle-income countries.”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on the abstract and details you shared, the manuscript appears scientifically correct overall, but a few points need clarification to ensure accuracy and consistency:
Scientifically correct aspects

· The study design (multicentric, vulnerable populations, use of RT-PCR and serology) is appropriate for the research objective.

· The sample size (737 participants) is reasonable for meaningful conclusions.

· The findings (low RT-PCR positivity but high IgG prevalence, association with vaccination) are coherent and align with known global trends in post-vaccination populations.

· The conclusion correctly emphasizes the importance of vaccination and continuous surveillance.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes — overall your reference list is broad and relevant
	

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


	The language quality of your article is generally understandable, but it would benefit from refinement to meet the standards of scholarly communication. At present, the text is clear in meaning but has minor issues with grammar, phrasing, and style that could reduce its impact in an international journal.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses an important public health issue by focusing on COVID-19 immunity in vulnerable populations in Senegal, a setting where such data are limited. The study is timely and relevant, as it provides insights into vaccination coverage, antibody prevalence, and infection status in at-risk groups. The multicentric design strengthens the representativeness of the findings across different regions of the country.
That means the manuscript is scientifically valid and publishable but requires improvements in language, structure, and clarity of key sections (abstract, discussion, conclusion) before acceptance.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

Nil
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