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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.


	The paper highlight the importance of community commitment, infrastructure improvements, and robust surveillance systems in ensuring the long-term sustainability of MDA programs. This research not only aids policymakers and health practitioners in refining their policies but also contributes to the broader understanding of how to fighting NTDs effectively. Inclusive, this manuscript serves as a vital resource for advancing research and practice in global health, particularly in resource-limited settings where NTDs pose significant challenges.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is quite descriptive and accurately reflects the content of the manuscript. However, it is somewhat lengthy and could be more concise, making it easier for readers to grasp the focus of the study at a glance.


	

	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.


	There are a few suggestions for improvement:

1. Please mention the particular aspects of efficacy and sustainability being evaluated.

2. Highlight Key Findings

3. Mention Limitations

4. Future Directions

5. Conciseness


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct and provides valuable insights into the efficacy and sustainability of MDA strategies for controlling NTDs. Addressing the below areas for consideration could further enhance its scientific robustness:
1. Limitations Acknowledgment

2. Statistical Analysis

3. Contextualization of Results

· .


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The below references can provide a more comprehensive understanding of the current landscape of MDA strategies and NTDs:

1. World Health Organization (WHO) reports on MDA and NTD control strategies (2023). 
2. Kumar, A., et al. (2022). "Community Engagement in Mass Drug Administration for Neglected Tropical Diseases: A Systematic Review." PLOS Neglected Tropical Diseases. 

3. Bennett, A., et al. (2021). "Cost-effectiveness of Mass Drug Administration for Schistosomiasis Control: A Systematic Review." Infectious Diseases of Poverty. 

4. Stolk, W. A., et al. (2020). "Long-term Impact of Mass Drug Administration on Neglected Tropical Diseases: A 10-Year Follow-Up Study." The Lancet Infectious Diseases. 

5. Hotez, P. J., et al. (2023). "Neglected Tropical Diseases in the COVID-19 Era: Challenges and Opportunities." The American Journal of Tropical Medicine and Hygiene. 
	

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


	With minor revisions and proofreading, the language quality of the paper can meet the standards required for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Addressing the above comments can enhance its impact and clarity, making it a stronger candidate for publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	Addressing the ethical considerations in the manuscript are compliance with ethical research standards. However,  it is vital the authors  also document these aspects clearly to promote trust and integrity for the publishing process.
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