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	PART 1: Comments

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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.
	This manuscript addresses an important public health problem by applying time series modeling to forecast onchocerciasis infection among farming communities in Benue State, Nigeria. The study contributes to the growing body of applied epidemiological research by demonstrating the usefulness of ARMA models for short-term disease prediction in endemic regions. Its integration of statistical forecasting with public health and agricultural implications makes it relevant for researchers, policymakers, and disease control programmes. The findings provide evidence-based insights that can support surveillance, resource allocation, and
intervention planning aligned with WHO 2030 NTD targets.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is appropriate, clear, and reflects the objectives, methodology, and geographical scope of the study. It accurately conveys the use of time series modeling for short-term prediction of onchocerciasis among farmers in Benue 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, clearly presenting the aim, methodology, data source, major findings, and conclusions of the study. However, the abstract could be slightly improved by briefly mentioning the policy or practical implications of the forecasts for public health decision-making and disease control programs.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically robust. The use of established time series techniques such as ARMA modeling, unit root testing, and forecast accuracy measures is appropriate and well justified. Data analysis is systematically presented, and results are logically interpreted in line with the objectives. The conclusions are supported by empirical findings, though the authors may consider further discussion on limitations related to
secondary data quality and under-reporting.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are adequate, relevant, and include both classical and recent studies related to onchocerciasis epidemiology and time series modeling. The literature review appropriately situates the study within existing research. Inclusion of one or two additional recent studies (post-2022) on infectious disease forecasting or NTD modeling could further strengthen the
manuscript.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language and English quality are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is well written, coherent, and easy to follow. Minor grammatical and typographical
errors are present and can be corrected through careful proofreading.
	

	Optional/General comments
	Overall, the manuscript is well organized and makes a meaningful contribution to applied epidemiology and public health planning. The linkage between disease forecasting and agricultural productivity is a notable strength. Minor revisions related to language polishing and expanded discussion on limitations would further enhance the quality of the paper.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	
Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
	No ethical issues were identified. The study uses secondary data obtained from official epidemiological sources, and the authors have clearly stated that ethical approval and patient consent were not required.
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