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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 manuscript addresses a highly relevant public health issue in the Philippines—schistosomiasis—by assessing junior high school students' knowledge, attitudes, and practices (KAP) in endemic municipalities. The study is valuable for both the education and public health sectors. It provides evidence-based recommendations for health education interventions and supports school- and community-based disease prevention strategies. Given the neglected nature of the disease and its prevalence in rural, impoverished areas, the research contributes important localised data for policymaking and program design.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear and appropriately reflects the study’s content and focus. However, for improved precision and readability, a slight rewording is recommended:

Suggested title: Knowledge, Attitudes, and Practices on Schistosomiasis Among Junior High School Students in Endemic Municipalities of Northern Samar, Philippines.
	

	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 covers the major components of the study, including background, methodology, key findings, and implications. However, it would benefit from including the mean knowledge score (37%) and a more concise summary of the key findings for clarity and impact.

Suggestions:

· Explicitly mention the poor mean knowledge score in the abstract.

· Clarify the sampling strategy (stratified random sampling) in one sentence.

· Use more precise language to describe results and implications (e.g., “Only 31% understood the aetiology…”).


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically robust and methodologically sound. The KAP framework is correctly applied, and the sampling design, instrument validation, and analytical approaches are appropriate. The results are well-presented, and the conclusions are supported by evidence. However, including basic statistical correlations (e.g., between sociodemographic factors and knowledge scores) would strengthen the analysis.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. The references include WHO reports, national health data, and peer-reviewed journal articles. Most sources are recent (within the last 5 years), relevant, and credible.

Suggested additions (optional):

· Consider including more recent WHO data or localised DOH updates post-2020 to reflect current post-COVID challenges.

· A local study or regional KAP comparison could contextualise findings further if available.
	

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


	Partially. The manuscript would benefit from professional copyediting to correct grammar, punctuation, and sentence structure. Some sections contain overly long sentences and minor redundancies. Improving clarity and flow, especially in the Introduction and Discussion, will enhance readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Consider adding a bar chart or table to visually present knowledge levels across domains.

· A brief discussion on potential gender-based KAP differences (since females were the majority of respondents) would add value.

· The qualitative component is helpful but could be briefly expanded with thematic insights.

Recommendation:

Minor Revision

Reason: The article is methodologically strong, relevant, and provides new insights. Minor language, clarity, data presentation, and structure improvements will significantly enhance its scholarly value.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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