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	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	1.
The manuscript addresses a relevant and timely topic, documenting medicinal plants used for the treatment of sexually transmitted infections in northern Côte d’Ivoire.

2.
The study contributes valuable ethnopharmacological data and highlights the importance of traditional medicine in the study area.

3.
The sample size and general survey approach are appropriate, and the study area is adequately described.

4.
However, the manuscript contains numerous English language and grammatical errors that significantly affect clarity and require thorough revision.

5.
Several scientific names are misspelled or inconsistently formatted, particularly in the abstract, tables, and discussion.

6.
Tables and figures need better formatting and removal of redundancies.

7.
The discussion should better distinguish between traditional use reports and scientifically validated pharmacological evidence.
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