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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 manuscript provides valuable, contemporary data on onchocerciasis seroprevalence in a specific rural farming population in Kaduna State, Nigeria, an area where such recent data may be limited. By identifying prolonged outdoor farming as a significant risk factor and confirming the protective effect of long-term ivermectin use, the study offers practical evidence that can guide targeted interventions and refine elimination strategies. Furthermore, its findings on the association between lower educational attainment and higher infection rates underscore the critical need for integrating robust health education and community engagement into ongoing mass drug administration (MDA) programs to achieve the goal of eliminating onchocerciasis.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable. It accurately and clearly describes the study's design (seroprevalence and risk factors), population (rural farmers), and location (Kagarko Local Government Area, Kaduna 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.


	The abstract is comprehensive and well-structured, effectively summarizing the study's background, methods, key results, and conclusion. It successfully highlights the main findings, including the overall prevalence (3.8%), the significant associations with educational level and long-term ivermectin use, and the non-significant trends for other risk factors.
Suggested Minor Addition:

While the abstract mentions the use of structured questionnaires, the results section within the abstract could be slightly enhanced by briefly noting the key risk factor from the questionnaire that was statistically significant in the full analysis. For instance, adding a phrase like "...with prolonged outdoor farming (>5 hours/day) emerging as a significant risk factor (p=0.004)" would provide a more complete picture of the key behavioral risk identified.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The study employed a clear cross-sectional design with appropriate inclusion/exclusion criteria. The sample size calculation was provided, and the use of the SD Bioline Onchocerciasis IgG4 rapid test is a standard and acceptable method for serosurveillance. The statistical analysis using SPSS, with chi-square tests and odds ratios, is appropriate for the data. The discussion interprets the findings logically, contextualizes them within existing literature, and acknowledges the limitations of non-significant findings for some risk factors.
Minor Correction/Clarification Needed:

In Section 2.7 (Data Collection Method) , the first paragraph appears to be a near-verbatim repetition of the first paragraph from Section 2.1 (Study area) . This seems to be an error, and the paragraph in 2.7 should be replaced with the intended description of the questionnaire administration and consent process, as its title suggests.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are largely sufficient and include a good mix of recent and foundational literature. The majority of citations are from the last 5-10 years, which is excellent for demonstrating an up-to-date understanding of the field. Key foundational programs (APOC) and older prevalence studies are also appropriately cited for historical context.
	

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


	language and English quality are generally good and suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is well-written, and the arguments are presented clearly. There are a few minor grammatical errors and stylistic inconsistencies (e.g., the duplicated paragraph mentioned above, "threat" vs. "threats," "frighten" vs. "frightening"), but these do not significantly impede understanding and can be easily corrected during the editing process.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a well-conducted study that provides useful epidemiological data from a region where onchocerciasis transmission persists. The paper's strength lies in its focus on a high-risk occupational group (farmers) and its analysis of behavioral and programmatic (ivermectin uptake) risk factors. The finding that long-term (>15 years) residency and prolonged daily exposure are linked to higher seropositivity, while recent ivermectin use (in the past 12 months) showed a paradoxical association (which the discussion clarifies is likely due to short-term vs. long-term use patterns), highlights the complexity of achieving elimination. The recommendation for targeted interventions for low-education and high-exposure groups is a practical and important takeaway for local health policymakers. The paper would be strengthened by a brief discussion on the coverage and consistency of the MDA program in the specific study communities, as this might help explain the nuanced findings regarding ivermectin use.
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