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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (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.


	The significance of this manuscript lies in its provision of up-to-date and locally specific epidemiological data on the prevalence of soil-transmitted helminths (STHs) in an area where these diseases are a significant public health challenge. The findings help determine the disease burden and assess the effectiveness of existing helminth control programs (such as mass dosing) in this particular region. Furthermore, identifying key risk factors, such as open defecation and thumb-sucking, provides crucial evidence for health authorities to design targeted hygiene and sanitation interventions. Thus, this study contributes to global scientific efforts to control and eliminate neglected tropical diseases
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and very detailed.

The title clearly identifies the type of study (prevalence), the causative organism (soil-transmitted helminths), the studied population (primary school children), and the precise geographic location (Ikpa Ibom, Mkpat Enin Local Government Area, Akwa Ibom State). No alternative title suggestion is necessary.
	

	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 generally comprehensive and covers all the essential elements (background, objective, methodology, main findings, and conclusion).

Suggestions for addition:

Infection Intensity: It would be beneficial to include a mention of the infection intensity level (as the study results indicate that the majority of infections were "mild"). This aspect is important for overall health assessment and influences treatment strategies.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically sound and correct.

A methodology suitable for prevalence studies was used, specifically the Kato-Katz method, which is recommended by the World Health Organization for the quantitative and semi-quantitative diagnosis of STH infection.
	

	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 up-to-date.

The references are good and include primary sources (WHO, CDC) and recent studies (including those from 2023, 2024, and 2025). This indicates that the authors have incorporated recent research into their work.
	

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


	The English is generally clear and suitable for scientific communication.

However, there are some minor grammatical and stylistic errors that require minor proofreading to enhance professionalism. For example, some subject-verb inconsistencies (such as using a singular verb with a plural subject) should be corrected, or some phrases should be improved for smoother flow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is well-organized and addresses a priority public health issue. Here is a brief comment to improve methodological transparency:

Statistical Methodology: In the "Data Analysis" section, it would be preferable to state the specific statistical test used to determine the significance (e.g., the chi-square test) for comparing worm species and risk factors, rather than simply stating that "appropriate statistical tests" were used.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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