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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	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 reports the first documented investigation of a localized cluster of pediatric ascitic syndromes in Niger. It raises important questions about possible environmental, nutritional, or zoonotic causes in a region with limited diagnostic resources. The study is timely, given the need for early detection of non-communicable but potentially preventable public health events. It also highlights the value of cross-sector collaboration through a One Health approach in such complex cases.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is mostly appropriate and gives a clear idea of the topic, location, and purpose of the study. However, since most cases involved children, and the focus is on a localized outbreak, the title could be more specific. A clearer version might be:

“Cluster of Unusual Pediatric Ascitic Syndromes in Central Niger: Public Health Implications and Etiological Hypotheses”
	

	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 generally well written, but a few small improvements could help. It should mention more clearly that the majority of patients were children, and briefly describe the investigation methods used, such as record reviews and field visits. Also, the conclusion could be slightly more specific by referring to toxicological and virological follow-up. Rephrasing “rumors of mystical causes” into a more neutral form would also improve the tone for a broader scientific audience
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically acceptable and presents a coherent investigation. The findings are clearly described and the conclusions are reasonable. However, some important details are missing — particularly the absence of any lab data, despite the mention of biological sample collection. Also, while the proposed causes are plausible, they remain speculative, and the lack of baseline or control data limits interpretation. Still, for a short communication, the scientific content is generally sound.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant and mostly up to date. The manuscript includes appropriate sources on regional health, toxic exposures, and zoonotic risks. However, the discussion on environmental toxins could benefit from one or two additional references, especially more recent ones. The 1999 WHO source is still useful, but ideally it should be complemented with updated material. Overall, the citations are sufficient for this format.
	

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


	The language is generally clear and suitable for academic publication. A few minor edits could improve clarity, such as removing some repeated ideas and adjusting phrasing in places. Also, certain expressions may benefit from a more neutral tone. These are small issues and do not affect the overall readability or scientific value of the article.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This short report explores an important pediatric health issue in a low-resource setting. The findings are presented clearly and raise relevant public health concerns. It would be helpful to include some basic lab findings and mention how ethical aspects were handled. The work is valuable and could be expanded in future studies.
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