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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 topic is interesting. it concerns a parasitic disease which continues to wreak havoc in sub-Saharan Africa.
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	Comprehensive
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. It follows the prescribed writing rules.
It would be good if the author commented on the data presented in the table. For example, Table 1 community data has not been commented on; the same applies to the lack of comments in Table 3. In addition, the prevalence by species of Schistosomes is not presented. Would it be good if he explained why?
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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The study was conducted in accordance with the declaration of Helsinki, and approved by the ethics committee of the Ministry of Health, River State, Nigeria (12/03/2024).

INSTITUTIONAL REVIEW BOARD STATEMENT: The study was conducted in accordance with the declaration of Helsinki, and approved by the Department of Public Health, Federal University of Technology, Owerri, Imo State, Nigeria (16/07/2024).

DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT: The data can only be made available by requesting through the institution.
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