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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 an important and often under-reported public health issue: the prevalence and pattern of dermatological conditions among schoolchildren in rural areas of Libya. Given the limited data from North African countries on pediatric skin disorders, especially in underserved rural settings, the study provides valuable epidemiological insight. Its findings are relevant for local healthcare policy, school health programs, and future comparative research in similar socio-demographic settings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is mostly suitable but could be more grammatically polished. A suggested revision is:
‘Demographic Characteristics and Prevalence of Skin Diseases Among Schoolchildren in Rural Areas of Benghazi, Libya’
	

	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 includes all major components—background, aim, methods, results, and conclusion—but it is dense and contains several grammatical errors and redundancies. For improved clarity and language:

· Avoid repetition (e.g., ‘The age group was ranged..’ could be ‘The age range was..’)

· Use past tense consistently, especially for results

· Avoid long sentences for better readability

· Replace phrases like ‘recorded in’ with more scientific alternatives like ‘observed in’ or ‘diagnosed in’
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript presents a cross-sectional study with an appropriate sample size and methodology. However, there are several concerns:

· Study design: Though described as prospective, it operates more like a traditional cross-sectional observational study

· Statistical reporting: Tables and results are not clearly integrated or discussed in the text. The statistical correlation with age is noted, but effect sizes or confidence intervals are not provided

· Terminology: Some dermatological terms and diagnoses are inconsistently used or poorly categorized (e.g., mixing dandruff, xerosis, and dermatitis without clearer criteria) or operational definitions

· Discussion: Though comprehensive, the discussion often digresses into excessive comparisons with various studies without critical analysis or linking back to the local context
· Conclusion: There is no conclusion in the manuscript text
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are generally adequate and include relevant regional and international studies, though some references are outdated. The manuscript would benefit from more recent global epidemiological data (past 5 years) from WHO or similar sources. Some references that could be included are – 
· WHO Fact Sheets on neglected tropical skin diseases
· Control of scabies in a tribal community using mass screening and treatment with oral ivermectin-A cluster randomized controlled trial in Gadchiroli, India

· The prevalence and correlates of selected skin diseases in a scheduled tribe community in rural Gadchiroli, Maharashtra
	

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


	No, the language needs substantial editing. It is grammatically inconsistent, with awkward sentence structures, redundancy, incorrect tense use, and poor punctuation throughout. A professional language review is strongly recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Figures and tables are not consistently cited or interpreted in the discussion

· Ensure standardized dermatological classifications are used (e.g., ICD-10/11 or equivalent)

· Avoid repeating data in multiple formats (text + table) unless necessary for emphasis
The study has scientific merit and public health relevance, particularly for underrepresented populations in North Africa. However, it has significant language issues, inconsistent methodological explanation, and an unrefined result presentation. With language editing, improved structure, and better analysis, the manuscript has potential for publication.
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