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	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 on the knowledge and perceptions of barriers and facilitators to HAART adherence among individuals living with HIV/AIDS in a tertiary hospital in Southern Nigeria sets out to explore adherence to HAART which is a critical aspect of HIV care and treatment. Understanding the knowledge and perception is essential for improving adherence, optimizing treatment outcomes (viral suppression), and informing patient-centered interventions. Findings from this study can guide policymakers, clinicians, and program implementers in strengthening adherence support strategies in resource-limited settings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is suitable. It is clear and informative but looks longer. It contains 25 words. 

There is no need adding Assessment of……….
suggest this alternative: Knowledge and Perceptions of Barriers and Facilitators to HAART Adherence Among People Living with HIV in a Tertiary Hospital in Southern Nigeria
	

	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 comprehensive. However, the following improvements may be necessary:                                 -The Introduction section of the abstract looks longer with the study aim/objective repeated severally.  The last sentence: Specific objectives included…….. could be deleted.                                                                                       -At the methodology section, the study period is not stated.  Also, the method for estimating adherence is not stated. Was it self-reported, pill count, Pharmacy refills …………      Moreover, the author talked of Logistic regression analysis at the methodology section of the abstract and going through the article, no such analysis was done.                                                                                                                                                                              =The result section lacl P-values and confidence intervals of results. Moreover, Logistic regressional analyses could have  better highlighted predictors of adherence.                       
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript has the major sections well-articulated. However, the sample size calculation needs improvement. In the sample size calculation, the estimated HAART adherence rate was considered to be (50.0% or 0.5). This proportion/prevalence is used when there is no prior estimate of the population proportion (no previous studies, unknown prevalence). So, consider reading previous studies to use adherence rate found in previous studies.                                                                                                                                     Moreover, even substituting the 50% in the Cochrane formula gives n = 384 participants (before adjusting for non-response) and not 218.
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	The references are sufficient and about 80% are within the last 5 years. However, there the need to be consistent in the referencing style and adhere to the journal specifications on referencing.
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	The English is suitable for scholarly communication.
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	There is the need to format the manuscript and adhere to the abstract maximum number of words and the referencing style recommended by the journal.
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