Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Microbiology Research Journal International 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_MRJI_147342

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Hidden Burden: Comparative Analysis of Schistosomiasis Prevalence and Risk Factors Among Enrolled and Out-of-School Children in Riverine Communities of Kebbi State, Nigeria

	Type of the Article
	Original paper (comparative cross-sectional study)


	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.
	This study reveals the hidden burden of schistosomiasis among out of school children, underscoring gaps in school-based interventions and the need for inclusive, community-based strategies to achieve WHO 2030 elimination goals.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Schistosomiasis Among Enrolled and Out-of-School Children: A Comparative Study in Riverine Communities of Kebbi State, Nigeria.
	

	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.


	· Yes, the abstract is comprehensive because it presents the background, objectives, methods, results, and conclusion in a logical sequence. It succeeds in showing both the research gap and the key findings, which is essential for attracting the reader’s attention. That said, a few improvements are recommended. 

· The methods section is overly detailed for an abstract; the description of stratified sampling and survey weighting could be shortened to a simple statement about design, sample size, and diagnostic approach. 

· In the results section, it would be clearer to emphasize only the most important findings: namely the significantly higher prevalence among out-of-school children and the main risk factors such as unsafe water sources, open defecation, and parental occupations. 
· Details such as age group stratification or gender-specific prevalence may be omitted or summarized briefly to keep the abstract concise.
· Finally, the conclusion could be tightened. It should stress in simple terms that out-of-school children bear a disproportionate burden and that community-based MDA, combined with WASH improvements, is necessary to achieve WHO 2030 elimination targets. This would maintain the strength of the abstract while making it more concise and impactful.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. 

· The study design, diagnostic methods, and statistical analyses are appropriate. 

· Only minor clarifications are needed on age range consistency and recalculation of a few prevalence figures.
	

	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 mostly recent. Adding one or two newer sources on diagnostic advances and equity in NTD control would further strengthen the manuscript.
Consider the following sources: 

1. PubMed Journal:
· Immunology of Human Schistosomiasis

· Link: https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/25142505/?utm_source=chatgpt.com 
· DOI: DOI:10.1111/pim.12087

2. Biomed central Journal: 

· Neglected tropical diseases: an effective global response to local poverty‑related disease priorities (BMC Infectious Diseases, 2020) 

· Link: https://doi.org/10.1186/s40249-020-0630-9  

· Global trends and burdens of neglected tropical diseases and malaria from 1990 to 2021: a systematic analysis of the Global Burden of Disease Study 2021 (BMC Public Health, 2025)

· Link: https://doi.org/10.1186/s12889-025-22477-x 


	

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


	Yes, the language is suitable for scholarly communication, with only minor edits needed for brevity and clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The manuscript addresses an important public health gap by highlighting the high burden of schistosomiasis among out of school children, a group often missed by school-based interventions. 

· The study is well designed, data are clearly presented, and the findings have strong policy relevance for achieving WHO 2030 targets. 

· Minor revisions to improve clarity, consistency in age ranges, and conciseness in the abstract and discussion will strengthen the manuscript further.

·  The restructure of title will be a key. I recommend its publication after correction of minor language spelling mistakes for clarity. 
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