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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.
	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	
	

	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.
	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
	

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

	Optional/General comments


	· Clarification of Study Objectives:
The abstract mentions determining risk factors for gastrointestinal parasitosis in children under 15 years of age, but it is not clear how these risk factors are being categorized or identified. The introduction could better explain how these risk factors were selected and what specific factors were targeted for investigation. Providing a clear hypothesis or study question would help readers understand the purpose of the research more explicitly.

· Sample Size and Representation:
In the abstract, the study mentions analyzing stools from 524 children and samples from 52 soil and 13 water sources. It would be helpful to clarify whether the 524 children are representative of the entire population of schoolchildren in Fondonera or if there were any specific selection criteria. This information is essential for evaluating the external validity of the findings. Also, the study could include a breakdown of the number of children by age group to explore if certain age groups are more affected by specific parasites.

· Description of Methods:
The term "standard techniques" is used to describe the methods used to analyze stool, soil, and water samples. It would be helpful to provide more details about the methods used for parasite detection. For example, what specific laboratory tests or protocols were followed? Detailing the specific methods will allow readers to evaluate the reliability and reproducibility of the results.

· Risk Factor Analysis:
The study mentions that "open defecation was the main risk factor," but this claim should be supported by further statistical analysis. Were the associations between open defecation and parasitosis evaluated using multivariate analysis or regression models? Including these details would strengthen the validity of the conclusions drawn about risk factors.

· In-depth Statistical Analysis:
The abstract mentions that school and age significantly affected the degree of infestation with Ascaris and Trichuris. However, no statistical tests or p-values are provided in the abstract. Including these results (e.g., chi-square tests, odds ratios) would help readers assess the strength of these associations and provide more transparency in the data analysis.

· Implications of Results:
The conclusion suggests that public authorities should focus on sanitation and deworming campaigns to address gastrointestinal parasitoses. It would be valuable to provide a more detailed discussion of how the findings could inform specific public health strategies. For example, are there specific interventions (e.g., community-based sanitation programs, improved water filtration, or public education campaigns) that could be implemented based on the findings?

· References and Citations:
The introduction cites several studies, but it would be helpful to ensure that all references are recent and relevant to the specific context of Cameroon. For example, the studies referenced from WHO and other sources are from a range of years, with some dating back to the early 2000s. Updating these references with more recent studies could strengthen the background information and provide a more contemporary view of gastrointestinal parasitosis in sub-Saharan Africa.

· Hygiene and Health Questionnaire: While the hygiene assessment method is thorough, it might benefit from further clarification regarding the inclusion criteria for the students. For example, how were students selected, and what was the sample size calculation? Additionally, it would be helpful to know if the teachers' knowledge about students' behaviors was standardized or if there were any biases involved.
· Parasitological Testing of Water: The parasitological testing of drinking water relies on the sedimentation technique, but it may be useful to mention if the water samples were treated (e.g., filtered) prior to testing. Contaminants in untreated water are likely to vary greatly depending on whether or not the samples had been pre-processed in some way.
· Results on Hygiene and Parasitic Infestation: The correlation between hygiene behaviors (e.g., handwashing and water quality) and parasitic infestation is significant and well-supported by the data. However, it would strengthen the findings if the study included more specific data on the exact nature of hand hygiene practices or water contamination (e.g., microbial load or specific pathogens identified).
· Data Interpretation: While the study mentions several risk factors such as sanitation, water quality, and age groups, it would be helpful to discuss potential interventions more explicitly. For example, the authors note that regular deworming campaigns and hygiene education may explain lower contamination in some areas. It would be insightful to expand on how effective these interventions have been and whether they could be scaled up or improved for broader impact.

· Further Research Directions: The authors could add a section on the limitations of the study and suggest areas for further research. For example, more in-depth research on the environmental resistance of parasitic eggs, or the effects of school hygiene education on long-term infection rates, would provide valuable insight. Additionally, the potential role of socio-economic factors in influencing parasite prevalence could be explored in future studies to guide targeted public health interventions.
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