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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 valuable for the scientific community as it documents indigenous knowledge on managing HIV-associated asthenia, a common yet under-addressed condition that impacts the quality of life for individuals with HIV, especially in resource-limited settings. By presenting ethnobotanical data from Lower Casamance and Sine-Saloum, the study addresses a key knowledge gap and helps preserve at-risk traditional medical practices. The identification of frequently cited plant species and preparation methods lays the groundwork for future research on supportive therapies. Ultimately, the findings promote the evidence-based integration of traditional medicine into public health strategies and encourage further exploration of medicinal plant use in HIV care.
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	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.


	Yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is indeed scientifically sound. The study design and ethnobotanical methods are well chosen, the data are presented clearly, and the discussion is well substantiated with relevant literature. Only minor clarifications, such as ensuring consistency in participant numbers and refining the wording regarding clinical efficacy, are needed to further enhance the manuscript.
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	The references provided are generally adequate and up to date, offering a comprehensive overview of the ethnobotanical, HIV-related, and phytotherapy literature. Several citations from the past 3 to 5 years are included, reinforcing the study's scientific relevance. To further enhance the manuscript, it would be beneficial to incorporate a few additional recent references that address pharmacological validation, plant-drug interactions in HIV care, and the sustainability of medicinal plant use.
	

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


	The language and overall quality of the manuscript are generally well-suited for scholarly communication. The text is clear and comprehensible, with scientific terms used appropriately. However, implementing minor grammatical corrections, restructuring some sentences, and ensuring consistency in tense and terminology would enhance readability and provide a more polished final product.
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	The manuscript explores a significant yet underexamined topic, offering valuable ethnobotanical data from regions with high HIV seroprevalence. It is well structured, with findings that are clearly presented and supported by relevant literature. With some minor revisions to enhance language clarity, consistency, and methodological details, the manuscript could make a substantial contribution to the fields of ethnopharmacology and public health.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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