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	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.


	The study is relevant because it evaluates watercourses that are widely used for various purposes in the study region, in which the presence of zoonotic parasites responsible for schistosomiasis - a disease recognized as a public health problem in several regions of the world - was assessed. The authors provide information that can be used as a tool for planning and decision-making by public health authorities aimed at disease prevention.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes.
	

	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.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The manuscript requires some adjustments regarding formatting, particularly with respect to the references. Such information is detailed in the considerations.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No. The reference list contains 76 itens, of which fewer than 20% were published within the last five years. In addition, some works are listed but are not cited in the text. The authors will need to thoroughly review and revise the entire reference section.
	

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


	Yes.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The considerations are located in the initial section of this form.

The following considerations are presented:

1) Paragraphs 5 and 6 of the Background to the Study lack references. What sources were used for this information?

2) Are there no more recent epidemiological data on schistosomiasis in the country? The authors cite data that are 12 years.

3) References are also missing in paragraphs 2, 3, and 4 of Section 2.2 of the methodology. What are the sources of the geographical and historical information about the study area?

4) There are no references for Sections 2.3, 2.4, and 2.6 of the methodology. Proper citation is extremely important to ensure the future reproducibility of the study, especially considering that the global scientific community is currently facing a reproducibility crisis.

5) As the study involved administering questionnaires to participants, was the project submitted to a research ethics committee? It would be advisable for the authors to include the questionnaire as an appendix to the manuscript in order to facilitate future reproducibility of the study.

6) The reference list includes 76 studies, of which only 15 were published within the last five years, representing approximately 20%. I suggest that the authors seek more recent literature to improve the overall quality of the study.

I identified references such as “Ritchie, J., et al. (2014). Qualitative Research Practice: A Guide for Social Science Students and Researchers” and “Macintyre, K., & Sobel, H. (2001). Involving the Community in the Design and Implementation of Health-Related Research. Community Health Research, 1(4), 65–72,” which are listed in the references but are not cited in the text. I recommend a comprehensive review of the references, as well as their standardization in accordance with the journal’s guidelines.
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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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