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	PART  1: Comments


	
	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 great-quality manuscript with a significant scientific contribution that shows clarity in the study process. From the abstract, it shows this paper's aim is to conduct an ethnobotanical study and identify medicinal plants used in the treatment of HIV-associated asthenia in Lower Casamance and Sine-Saloum (Fatick and Kaolack regions), two areas with high seroprevalence of the infection. The author did justification by mapping the area of the study and participant involvement to the plants cited. The fact that this study will help to provide insights for targeted phytochemical and pharmacological investigations makes it relevant to scientific communications. With some minor adjustments to the title and Table 2 title, this manuscript should be important to the scientific community.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title is suitable for scholarly communication; a slight tweak after the colon will best suit the title. I recommend "Phytotherapy of Anti-asthenia in Individuals Infected with Human Immunodeficiency Virus: Senegalese Lower Casamance and Sine-Saloum Ethnobotanical Survey." 
	

	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 background (abstract) section is well written, clear, objective, precise, and concise.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The manuscript is scientifically supported, as it presents a clear research question stated in the abstract. And from the introduction, the paper clearly states the need for this type of study: "Ethnobotanical surveys are therefore an essential tool for cataloguing these plant resources, preserving indigenous knowledge, and guiding future phytochemical and pharmacological studies." The discussion and conclusions are well-explained and informative, with appropriate, scientifically backed-up references. Although the manuscript requires a few tweaks, as stated in the comments. Overall, the manuscript possesses good scientific reliability for historical purposes and offers valuable insights for future phytochemical and pharmacological studies related to this infection.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are recent enough, and the URL/DOI are consistent, excluding the following:
 
These references/DOI/links are incorrect:
 
Camara, M., Camara, A., Bah, T., Wague, I., Diané, S., Balde, A., & Baldé, E. (2025). Étude ethnobotanique et screening phytochimique des plantes médicinales utilisées dans la gestion traditionnelle des symptômes associés à la COVID-19 en Basse Guinée. European Scientific Journal, ESJ, 21(36), 128. https://doi.org/10.19044/esj.2025.v21n36p12
 
National Agency for Statistics and Demography. (2023). Economic and social situation of the Ziguinchor region, 2022–2023 edition. ANSD. https://www.ansd.sn/publications/ses-regionales/ses-regionale-ziguinchor-2022-2023-24-mar-2025

	

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

	Minor typo:
 
From the abstract result section, it said 23 plants were cited, while the title of the table carries 28, but 23 plants were actually cited in Table 2: "In Sine Saloum, 28 plants were cited (Table 2), with the following frequencies of citation: Ficus thonningii 55.10% (27/49 actors), Pterocarpus erinaceus."
 
Apart from the minor typo written above, the paper is suitable for scholarly communication. 




	

	Optional/General comments

	I recommend the acknowledgement of the 93 traditional practitioners and herbalists in the Casamance, Fatick, and Kaolack regions that participated in the survey; their cooperation leads to the success of this scholarly communication.  

	















	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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


	




	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	
	



	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	
	






	PART  3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:


	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”  
I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer




	PART  4: Objective Evaluation:


	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 
( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 
Accept As It Is: (>9-10)
Minor Revision: (>8-9)
Major Revision: (>7-8)
Serious Major revision: (>5-7)
Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)
Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	9






	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):


	
	Author’s Feedback
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