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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.


	The manuscript presents valuable insights on the persistent knowledge gaps behavioural patterns regarding Schistosomiasis among junior high school students in Northern Samar, Philippines. Given the global priority to eliminate Neglected Tropical Diseases (NTDs) and disease burned posed by Schistosomiasis in Southeast Asia region, the study will support in provided empirical, localised data to support updating in school-based health interventions. The use of KAP studies in the studies bridges the understanding of parasites and behavioural science, highlighting the interplay of the socio- environment exposures and awareness level in at risk youth populations.  In addition, adolescents- an overlooked group in NTD control programmes which adds a novel dimension and practical implication for long-term disease mitigation. The finding of the studies may prove beneficial in modification on public policies and school health policies of the region. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The tile is appropriate. 
	

	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 abstract provides good overview but may benefit with clearer structure and specificity by providing clear problem statement, followed by methodology, results and implications. In results add specific data of knowledge scores to quantify gaps. Further, addition of one actionable or a detailed implication will help in strengthening the conclusion. 
It is also suggested to refrain from using unclear statements such as ‘broader study’ unless explained. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. It applies KAP model effectively, uses stratified random sampling and presents interpretation in validated tools with strong inferential analysis. In addition following may be considered for further improvement: 
· Inferential analysis (chi square, regression) to link sociodemographic factors to knowledge levels

· At places, casual relationships has been drawn (e.g. poverty shapes knowledge gaps). The same should be rephrased to indicate associative relationships
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are mostly from 2020-2024 and sufficient. WHO study titles ‘Ending the neglect to attain the Sustainable Development Goals: A road map for neglected tropical diseases 2021–2030’ available at https://www.who.int/publications/i/item/9789240010352 will add value to the manuscript. 
	

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


	Partially. The manuscript effectively communicates the points effectively. However, its intellectual tone is undermined by a number of grammatical and stylistic errors. Typical problems include:

· For the last five years Northern Samar prevalence rate is spasmodically changing. (can be replaced with word fluctuating prevalence rate) 

· Inconsistent use of tenses 

· Occasional use of informal language such as ‘helping hand of their parents’
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	· Figures and Table: Table 1.0 should be properly formatted in the final layout. The map included should be clearly labelled. 
· Formatting: Recheck geographical listings to avoid repetitions  
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