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	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 provides empirical evidence on the factors shaping attitudes toward people with albinism in a high-prevalence Nigerian setting. It highlights the gap between knowledge and attitudes, showing that education and religion significantly influence perceptions. The findings inform culturally sensitive policies and interventions to reduce stigma and promote social inclusion of persons with albinism.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable because it clearly reflects the focus on attitudes toward albinism and identifies the study location.
	

	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 largely comprehensive and covers the essential components of a scientific abstract (background, methodology, results, and conclusion). However, a few minor improvements would strengthen its clarity, balance, and scientific rigor.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound and the study is conducted using an appropriate and acceptable public-health research framework. The research design, sampling approach, data collection using a validated questionnaire, ethical approval, and statistical analysis are in line with standard scientific practice for cross-sectional studies. The results are clearly presented and the conclusions are generally supported by the data
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript cover a broad range of foundational and contextual studies on albinism, epidemiology, and social perceptions, and many are relevant to the topic.
	

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


	The language and overall English quality of the manuscript are generally understandable and appropriate for scholarly communication, and the scientific ideas are clearly conveyed. The structure follows academic conventions, and key sections are logically organized.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	There are no major ethical issues identified in this manuscript. The study appropriately reports that ethical approval was obtained from the Edo State Ministry of Health Ethical Review Board, and informed participation was ensured through the use of structured questionnaires. The conduct of a pilot study and the absence of invasive procedures further support ethical compliance.

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	There are no apparent competing interest issues in this manuscript. The study does not involve commercial products, financial sponsorships that could influence the findings, or affiliations that suggest potential conflicts of interest.
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No plagiarism is suspected in manuscript.
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