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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 is important to the scientific community because it addresses a significant lack of available data regarding Varicella-Zoster Virus (VZV) infection and its specific risk factors in Guinea. The research contributes to the broader understanding of VZV by identifying associations between shingles and factors that remain clinically controversial, such as stress, lack of sleep, and smoking. Finally, it reinforces the well-documented link between shingles and immunodeficiency caused by HIV in a West African clinical setting
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is generally suitable as it covers the core objectives. However, the study was specifically conducted within the Dermatology-STD department rather than the entire CHU.

It is better for adding Dermatology department in your title 
	

	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.


	Additions: Since these are important demographic facts reported in the results section, it should include the mean age of the patients (48.03 years) and the male predominance (sex ratio of 2.05). It should also be mentioned in passing that the diagnosis was made solely on the basis of clinical reasons.

Deletions/Refinements: The abstract's conclusion, which indicates that the frequency "could constitute a risk factor for vulnerability of subjects," is unclear. A more precise description of the most common risk factors—such as crowding for chickenpox and HIV/age for shingles—should take its place.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study follows a standard descriptive and analytical cross-sectional design. The statistical methods, including the use of Epi Info 7.2 and bivariate analysis to determine relative risks (RR) and p-values, are appropriate for this type of research. However, the authors correctly identify a major limitation: the absence of paraclinical (laboratory) examinations to confirm the clinical diagnoses.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There are some relatively recent sources from 2015–2017, several key references are outdated, dating back to 2005, 2006, and 2008.

I suggest adding more recent studies (from the last 5 years) regarding VZV epidemiology in sub-Saharan Africa and the impact of HIV co-infection on shingles recurrence to improve the manuscript's relevance.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript offers significant local insights but requires major revisions regarding its language quality, and the inclusion of more recent citations before it can be considered for publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

The manuscript outlines several steps taken to ensure the study was conducted ethically; however, there is one notable area that may require further clarification for scholarly standards.

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	Based on the provided sources, there are no apparent competing interest issues, but the manuscript lacks a formal declaration.
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	Plagiarism is not suspected
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	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”
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