Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	South Asian Journal of Parasitology 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_SAJP_132464

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Prevalence of urinary schistosomiasis among school children in Alkalakla area with emphasis on the identification of the snail intermediate host

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.


	The manuscript is important to scientific community by contributing valuable insights into the prevalence of Schistosoma haematobium among school children and how it relates the intermediate host, Bulinus snails.  The study also establishes the role of environmental and socio-demographic factors in disease transmission, emphasizing the importance of water sources and human activity patterns in infection risk which is instrumental in designing future surveillance programs and control measures.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. The current title, "Prevalence of urinary schistosomiasis among school children in Alkalakla area with emphasis on the identification of the snail intermediate host," is suitable for the study.
	

	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.


	No. The abstract of the article is not comprehensive enough. I am suggesting both the addition and deletion of some aspects of the abstract. Beginning with deletion. For the result section, remove the word “significant” in the sentence: “All positive cases were males who showed direct contact with water and this showed a significant association between gender and contact with water to the rate of infection” since data were analysed with only descriptive statistics. Also for the result section, expunge this statement: “In this study, 32 Bulinus snail were collected randomly from shores of the White Nile by scoping method and examined for shedding of cercaria”. Finally, remove the key words used. They are not appropriate key words. I am suggesting these key words for the abstract: Urinary Schistosomiasis, Prevalence, School Children, Bulinus Snail and Freshwater Transmission. In the aspect of addition, additions are required for the following sections (Methods: include research design and method of statistical analysis) and also add Recommendation in the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In terms of scientific accuracy, the manuscript is not entirely correct. There is no clear justification for the sample size used in the study, which is essential for the study’s power. Again, the study did not employ any inferential statistical method for establishing a causal link between snail populations and human infections.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient but comprises of 92 % obsolete references.
	

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


	Yes. The article language is suitable for scholarly communications. However, with a little editing on the grammar (for instance: "Schistosomiasis also known as bilharzias is second only to malaria in public health importance.", cab be correctly written as "Schistosomiasis, also known as bilharzia, is second only to malaria in terms of public health significance"), phrases, terminology (Inconsistencies in terminology, such as "bilharzias" instead of "bilharzia," for example, should be corrected). Also, other formatting issues with the Table values should be looked at to enhance the quality of communication. For the Table values, be consistent with the number of decimal places. In Table 3, is it supposed to be 1.12 % or 1.18 %. Please, double check.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript provides valuable insights into the prevalence of Schistosoma haematobium among schoolchildren and its relationship with the intermediate host, Bulinus snails. The study, also contributes to the understanding of how environmental and socio-demographic factors, influences disease transmission, which is crucial for designing effective surveillance and control programs. However, several areas require improvement. The abstract needs to be more comprehensive, with the inclusion of research design, statistical analysis methods, and recommendations, while removing inappropriate keywords and unnecessary details. Scientific accuracy is a concern, as the study lacks justification for the sample size and does not employ inferential statistics to establish a causal link between snail populations and human infections. Additionally, the references are largely outdated, and efforts should be made to incorporate more recent studies. While the language is suitable for scholarly communication, minor grammatical and formatting issues, including inconsistencies in terminology and table values, should be addressed to enhance clarity.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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