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	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 offers valuable insight into the social dimensions of Buruli ulcer control, a neglected tropical disease that continues to pose major public health and psychosocial challenges in endemic regions. By documenting community knowledge, attitudes, and perceptions in a newly affected health district, the study fills an important gap in local epidemiological and behavioural data, which are essential for designing effective education and control strategies. The findings highlight how misconceptions and stigma can undermine early detection and treatment, emphasizing the need for culturally sensitive interventions. Overall, this work contributes meaningful evidence that can inform both national programs and international research on community-based approaches to neglected tropical disease control.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, it is suitable and appropriate for the content.
	

	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 clear and comprehensive (with mentions of background, aim, design, setting, sample size, and key findings) which makes it informative and easy to follow. However, there are some room for improvement:

· The methods section is detailed, but a bit too lengthy for an abstract. The multi-stage sampling description could be shortened to a concise phrase such as “a three-stage cluster sampling design”.

· Consider adding one sentence on data analysis, for example, mentioning that descriptive statistics and chi-square tests were used to assess associations.

· The results section could be slightly condensed by summarizing the main findings instead of listing all percentage values. A focus on the key takeaway (i.e., generally low awareness and negative attitudes) would improve flow.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct and well-conducted. The study design, sampling, and statistical methods are appropriate, and the results support the conclusions. However, it would better to note the limitations of a cross-sectional design and possible response bias.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and recent
	

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


	Yes, the language quality of the article is suitable and generally understandable. However, some sentences are long or repetitive, and a few grammatical errors and word choices (e.g., “tropical countries world-wide,” “having head about BU”) need correction. The structure and terminology are appropriate for scholarly writing, but polishing the grammar, punctuation, and flow would make the manuscript more professional and easier to read.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No, there are no ethical issues in this manuscript
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