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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 study is important because it provides empirical evidence on the relationship between occupational and recreational water contact and schistosomiasis transmission in shoreline communities of Rivers State, Nigeria. It combines epidemiological, behavioral, and molecular approaches, making the findings robust for guiding local public health interventions. Given the endemic nature of schistosomiasis in Nigeria, this paper contributes valuable insights into transmission dynamics, risk behaviors, and control priorities. Its findings can help inform national schistosomiasis control programs, water, sanitation, and health education strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is clear and reflects the scope of the study.
	

	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 comprehensive

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is scientifically sound, but there are methodological concerns:

· Inconsistency in reported sample size (225 in abstract/results vs. 255 in methods).

· Exclusive reliance on blood samples for microscopy is unusual for schistosomiasis diagnosis (urine and stool are the gold standard). Authors should justify this clearly.

· Ethical approval and informed consent were not explicitly mentioned.
Otherwise, the design, data analysis, and interpretation are generally correct.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are mostly recent (2018–2024), but there are duplications (e.g., Kone et al., 2023 repeated multiple times). Some DOIs are incomplete or incorrectly formatted. The reference section needs careful editing for consistency
	

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


	The English is understandable but requires editing for conciseness and grammar. Repetitive phrases (e.g., “rivers/streams/ponds/lakes”) should be simplified. The flow between sections can also be improved.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the manuscript is valuable, but minor revisions are required to:

1. Resolve sample size inconsistency.

2. Clarify diagnostic methodology.

3. Add ethical considerations.

4. Revise abstract and references.

5. Improve language and reduce redundancy.
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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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