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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 provides important evidence on the gap between reported and actual ivermectin treatment coverage for onchocerciasis, a critical issue for achieving global eradication goals. By providing independent verification of coverage at the health district level, it underscores the limitations of relying solely on administrative data. The study also identifies key determinants of non-adherence, highlights effective communication strategies, and provides practical insights for improving mass drug administration programs. The findings are directly relevant to researchers, public health practitioners, and policymakers involved in neglected tropical disease control and eradication efforts.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate due to its clear and concise articulation of the study's key elements
	

	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.


	It provides clear background and rationale (global burden, WHO targets, Cameroon focus) also it State the study design and sampling method. it presents key results with statistics (coverage, ORs, CIs, p-values) with conclusion linked to policy implications. However, the current abstract is slightly long and reads more like a mini-paper.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This manuscript is scientifically sound, with good methodology and appropriate analysis. Only minor revisions are needed to improve clarity, consistency and reporting of limitations.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	You may consider including:
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4. Boussinesq M. Operational challenges in onchocerciasis elimination programs: lessons from Africa. Trop Med Int Health. 2018;23(4):398–406.


5. Brieger WR, Okeibunor JC, Abiose AO, et al. Gender and community-directed treatment with ivermectin: neglected dimensions of health equity. Trop Med Int Health. 2012;17(9):1164–72.



	

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


	The language of the manuscript is not yet at the level of polished scholarly communication, but the problems are mainly stylistic and grammatical, not scientific. With careful editing (grammar correction, sentence rearrangement, consistency checks, and concise phrasing), the article will be fully suitable for journal submission.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, this study provides important evidence for district-level onchocerciasis control and elimination efforts. With revisions focused on clarity, consistency, and concise presentation, this manuscript will make a valuable contribution to the scientific literature on mass drug administration and neglected tropical diseas

Key issues can be revised

· Needs streamlining to reduce excessive methodological and statistical detail in abstract

· Contains repetition (e.g., WHO estimates cited multiple times) in introduction.

· Research gap and rationale for selecting the PEC should be presented more concisely.

· Clarify discrepancies in terminology (CDTI vs. TCDI) in methods.

· Tables need redesign for clarity and consistency (e.g., decimal places, CI code, labeling in Table 3) in results.

· Highlight only the most relevant figures in the text to avoid redundancy.

· Strengthen programmatic implications and recommendations for the Ministry of Health.
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