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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	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.


	The manuscript titled "AN OVERVIEW ON ASCARIS LUMBRICOIDES: EPIDEMIOLOGY, DIAGNOSIS, TREATMENT, AND CONTROL" provides a comprehensive review of a significant global health issue, particularly in tropical and subtropical regions. By synthesizing current knowledge on the epidemiology, life cycle, pathology, and treatment strategies for Ascaris lumbricoides, this article serves as a valuable resource for researchers and healthcare professionals. Its emphasis on the socio-economic implications of ascariasis, particularly in impoverished populations, highlights the urgent need for effective public health interventions. Additionally, the manuscript identifies gaps in existing research, particularly regarding resistance mechanisms, which could guide future studies aimed at improving control measures for this neglected tropical disease.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article, "AN OVERVIEW ON ASCARIS LUMBRICOIDES: EPIDEMIOLOGY, DIAGNOSIS, TREATMENT, AND CONTROL," is generally suitable as it clearly indicates the main focus areas of the manuscript. However, it could be made more engaging and concise.

Suggested Alternative Title:

"Ascaris Lumbricoides: A Comprehensive Review of Epidemiology, Diagnosis, Treatment, and Control Strategies"
This alternative maintains the key components while enhancing clarity and interest. It should be noticed that the writer didn’t mention any about prevention and control!

	

	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 you provided is quite comprehensive, covering key aspects of **Ascaris lumbricoides** including its epidemiology, impact on health, treatment options, and control strategies. However, there are a few suggestions for improvement to enhance clarity and conciseness:

Suggestions for Improvement

1. Clarity and Structure:

   - Break Long Sentences Some sentences are lengthy and could be split for better readability. For example, the first sentence could be broken into two to separate the statistics from the general statement about prevalence.

2. Repetition:

   - Avoid Redundancy: The abstract mentions the prevalence in tropical and subtropical regions multiple times. Consider consolidating these points to avoid redundancy.

3. Specificity:

   - Include Specific Statistics: When mentioning the number of infections or prevalence, including specific statistics (e.g., prevalence rates by region) can provide a clearer picture of the global impact.

4. Emphasize Key Points:

   - Highlight Importance of Research**: The last sentence regarding the need for more research could be emphasized further. Consider rephrasing it to underscore its significance in controlling the parasite.

5. Keywords:

   - Expand Keywords: You might want to include keywords related to specific symptoms or impacts (e.g., "malnutrition," "cognitive deficits," "neglected tropical diseases") for better indexing.

6. Grammar and Punctuation:

   - Check for Minor Errors: Ensure proper punctuation and grammar throughout. For instance, "over 1.5 billion people are infected" could be rephrased to "more than 1.5 billion people are infected."

Revised Abstract Example

Here’s a possible revision of your abstract incorporating the suggestions:

Abstract  

Intestinal helminth infections are prevalent worldwide, particularly in tropical and subtropical regions, affecting more than 1.5 billion people—approximately 24% of the global population. Ascaris lumbricoides, a common soil-transmitted helminth, is recognized as a leading intestinal parasite, with the highest prevalence noted in sub-Saharan Africa. This parasitic worm causes ascariasis, predominantly impacting children due to poor hygiene, inadequate sanitation, and lack of clean water. Infections can lead to severe malnutrition, impaired physical growth, and cognitive deficits. Recognized as a neglected tropical disease (NTD), ascariasis significantly affects impoverished populations, contributing to malnutrition, anemia, and developmental issues. The WHO recommends several treatments, including albendazole, mebendazole, levamisole, and pyrantel pamoate, along with alternatives like piperazine and nitazoxanide. Effective control strategies must integrate chemotherapy, improved sanitation, health education, and comprehensive disease management. The persistent nature and widespread prevalence of this parasite pose significant challenges to control efforts, highlighting the urgent need for further research on infection resistance mechanisms.

Keywords: Ascaris lumbricoides, epidemiology, treatment, control, neglected tropical diseases


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	### Critical Review of the Manuscript "An Overview on Ascaris Lumbricoides: Epidemiology, Diagnosis, Treatment, and Control"

1.Outdated Sources: Some of the references used in the manuscript may be outdated and do not include recent updates in Ascaris research. Utilizing newer sources could enhance the credibility of the paper and provide more accurate information.

2. Lack of Field Studies: The manuscript relies heavily on secondary data and literature reviews, and it appears that field studies and real data from various regions, particularly in developing countries, have received less attention.

3. Insufficient Analysis of Treatment Methods: Although various drugs are introduced, there is a lack of in-depth analysis regarding side effects, drug resistance, and long-term efficacy of these treatments. This section could be highly beneficial for readers.

4. Neglect of Socio-Economic Aspects: The manuscript addresses the health impacts of Ascaris but does not thoroughly examine the social and economic factors related to the prevalence of this parasite and the control challenges in poorer communities.

5. Lack of Practical Recommendations: While the manuscript mentions control strategies, it does not provide specific practical suggestions or actionable programs in this regard. This could improve the manuscript's impact.

6. Issues with Structure and Writing: Some sections may require editing and structural improvements to enhance the readability and clarity of the text. The use of tables or figures could help present information visually.

Considering these points, the manuscript requires revision and improvements to meet high scientific standards and be suitable for publication in reputable journals.
	

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

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


	Please see above.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript titled "An Overview on Ascaris Lumbricoides: Epidemiology, Diagnosis, Treatment, and Control" presents valuable insights into a significant public health issue. However, several critical factors must be addressed before it can be considered for publication in a reputable scientific journal:

1. Depth of Research: While the manuscript provides a comprehensive overview, it lacks depth in certain areas, particularly regarding the mechanisms of drug resistance and the socio-economic implications of Ascaris infections. A more nuanced exploration of these topics would enhance the manuscript's relevance and applicability.

2. Methodological Rigor: The reliance on secondary data limits the manuscript's impact. Incorporating primary research or case studies could provide a more robust foundation for the claims made and enhance the manuscript’s credibility.

3. Clarity and Structure: The organization of the manuscript could be improved. Clearer headings and subheadings, along with a more logical flow of information, would aid in reader comprehension. Additionally, visual aids such as charts or graphs could effectively illustrate key points.

4. Recent Literature: The inclusion of more recent studies and data would strengthen the manuscript. This is particularly important in a rapidly evolving field like parasitology, where new findings can significantly alter our understanding of diseases.

5. Practical Applications: The manuscript mentions control strategies but fails to provide actionable recommendations. Including specific interventions or programs based on the findings would make the manuscript more impactful and useful for practitioners in the field.

6. Critical Analysis: The manuscript tends to be descriptive rather than analytical. A more critical examination of the challenges and limitations in current research and treatment approaches would provide a more balanced perspective.

In conclusion, while the manuscript addresses an important topic and has the potential to contribute to the field, significant revisions are necessary to meet the standards of a reputable scientific journal. Addressing the aforementioned issues would not only improve the quality of the manuscript but also its chances of acceptance for publication.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
1. Citations

The article appropriately cites reputable scientific sources, including studies and reports from the World Health Organization (WHO). This indicates adherence to scientific and ethical principles.

2. Informed Consent

The article does not address the use of human data; however, if any referenced studies involved human data, it should ensure that informed consent was obtained from participants. This aspect is not mentioned in the text.

3. Real Data

The article provides real statistics and information regarding the prevalence of Ascaris lumbricoides infections. If the data are sourced from credible and up-to-date references, this aspect is upheld.

4. Conflict of Interest

The article does not explicitly address conflicts of interest. If the authors have no conflicts of interest, this adds to the credibility of the article.

5. Animal Welfare

Since the article focuses on human infections and does not reference animal data, this aspect is not applicable in this case.

6. Cultural Sensitivity

The article addresses health and social issues related to tropical infections and emphasizes the need for improved hygiene and public awareness. This reflects sensitivity to cultural and social contexts.

Conclusion

Overall, the article adheres to most ethical aspects; however, there needs to be greater transparency regarding conflict of interest disclosures and informed consent in human research. Addressing these issues can enhance the credibility and acceptance of the article within the scientific community.

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	See above please.
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	See above please.
	


	PART  3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer: No competing Interest“I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”


	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”


	PART  4: Objective Evaluation:

See above please.
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	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 

( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 

Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
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	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):
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