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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 is really important for the scientific community because it highlights the factors that affect how well children in Ilorin Metropolis, Kwara State, stick to interventions for neglected tropical diseases (NTDs). By pinpointing the key determinants, it offers valuable insights that can help policymakers, healthcare professionals, and researchers improve their strategies to boost compliance and health outcomes. Plus, this study adds to the growing knowledge about NTDs, helping to fill in the gaps and encouraging the development of more effective and sustainable ways to prevent and control these diseases. In the end, these findings could be crucial in shaping targeted public health programs and guiding future research in tropical disease management.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title does a great job of informing readers about the research focus. Still, you might want to tweak it a bit for better clarity and brevity. Here are a few alternative suggestions:

Factors Influencing Children's Adherence to Neglected Tropical Disease Interventions in Ilorin, Kwara State

Determinants of Compliance with NTD Interventions in Selected Communities of Ilorin

Key Factors Affecting Child Adherence to Neglected Tropical Disease Programs in Ilorin

These options simplify the wording while keeping the main message intact.
	

	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 is well-organized and gives a solid overview of the study. That said, here are a few suggestions to enhance its clarity and impact:

Clarify the Objective: The introduction gives a brief glimpse of the study's aim, but clearly stating the research question or objective would really boost readability.

Strengthen Methodology Details: While the cross-sectional survey design is mentioned, diving deeper into the sampling method and data collection techniques could provide more insight.

Highlight Key Findings More Distinctly: Some important findings, like the determinants of adherence, are clearly stated but could use a stronger emphasis, perhaps with a concluding sentence that summarizes their implications.

Address Policy Implications: The abstract touches on engagement strategies but could briefly explore how the findings might influence policy decisions or improvements in programs.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript seems to be on solid scientific ground, as it adheres to a well-organized research framework, outlines a clear methodology, and backs up its conclusions with relevant data and statistical analysis. However, to enhance its accuracy and thoroughness, consider taking a closer look at the following points:

Clarity of Research Design: Make sure the methodology including sampling techniques, data collection methods, and analytical strategies is clearly defined and aligns with the study’s goals.

Consistency in Terminology: Take a moment to double-check the technical terms related to neglected tropical diseases (NTDs) to ensure they are used accurately and in line with established scientific definitions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and recent
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes, the English language quality of this article is suitable for scholarly communications
	

	Optional/General comments


	With those little adjustments I have made above, the manuscript could be ready for publication
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