Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	International Journal of Pathogen Research

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_IJPR_144726

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Level of Water Contact and Exposure in Relation to Schistosoma Infection in Shoreline Communities of Rivers State, Nigeria

	Type of the Article
	Research Rticle


	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	The topic is relevant and timely, addressing schistosomiasis risk in an endemic Nigerian setting. The study combines questionnaire data with molecular diagnostics, which strengthens its contribution. However, there are important issues in structure, clarity, statistical analysis, and reference formatting that must be addressed before publication.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Concise and informative
	

	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.


	Clear 
The abstract occasionally repeats details (e.g., “rivers/streams/ponds/lakes”) and could be tightened.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
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	Multiple duplicate references (Kone et al., 2023 appears 3+ times).

 In-text citations mix styles (e.g., “doi.10.1016” incomplete).
	

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


	Several long sentences could be simplified for clarity.
• Consistent terminology is needed: sometimes “riverine,” other times “shoreline communities.”
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	1. Clarify participant numbers and reconcile discrepancies.
2. Justify blood-based diagnostics, provide supporting references, and discuss limitations.
3. Streamline Introduction and Discussion to avoid repetition.
4. Revise and deduplicate References, ensuring proper citation format.
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