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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 article is of great importance to the scientific community because it seeks to provide the empirical evidence needed to design localized, effective public health interventions that go beyond drug distribution to address the root causes of transmission.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No, it’s not suitable because it does not reflect the content. I therefore suggest rephrasing it as follows: Prevalence and associated risk factors of Schistosomiasis in Gubi, Ganjuwa Local Government Area, Bauchi State, Nigeria: A Cross-Sectional Study.
	

	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 comprehensive, however the first sentence of the introduction must be followed by another one that justifies the usefulness of undertaking such a study. For this, I suggest that the author refer to the introduction where there is a sentence that could serve well here as a complement, which is the following  “Despite global efforts to control morbidity, Nigeria continues to bear the highest burden of the disease in Africa, with millions of school-aged children requiring preventive chemotherapy”.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript lacks statistical tests and the tables are not properly labeled. The author must therefore make an effort to provide the missing information and revise the tables as I indicated in the body of the article (attached).
	

	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 enough to validly discuss the article.
	

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


	I am not sufficiently skilled in English to judge the validity of the language used.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article is interesting, but it deserves to be revised to meet the requirements of a good scientific article (see comments in the main text of the attached article).
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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