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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" is significant for the scientific community due to its comprehensive examination of a prevalent global health issue. Ascaris lumbricoides is one of the most common intestinal parasites affecting over 1.5 billion people, particularly in tropical and subtropical regions, where it poses severe health risks such as malnutrition and cognitive deficits in children. By synthesizing current knowledge on the epidemiology and treatment strategies for ascariasis, this manuscript addresses a critical gap in understanding neglected tropical diseases and highlights the urgent need for improved public health interventions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title "An Overview on Ascaris lumbricoides: Epidemiology, Diagnosis, Treatment, and Control" is generally suitable as it accurately reflects the content of the manuscript, which covers key aspects of the parasite, including its prevalence and health impacts. However, a more concise and engaging title could enhance its appeal.

Alternative Title Suggestion:

"Ascaris lumbricoides: A Comprehensive Review of Epidemiology, Diagnosis, and Control Strategies"
	

	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 of the article provides a broad overview of Ascaris lumbricoides, detailing its prevalence, impact on health, treatment options, and control strategies. However, there are areas where it could be improved for clarity and comprehensiveness.

Suggestions for Improvement:

Clarify Key Statistics: While the abstract mentions that over 1.5 billion people are infected with soil-transmitted helminths, it would be beneficial to specify the exact number of A. lumbricoides infections to emphasize its significance.

Highlight Research Gaps: The abstract briefly mentions the need for more research on resistance mechanisms but could elaborate on specific areas where further study is needed, such as potential vaccine development or innovative treatment methods.

Summarize Control Strategies: The mention of a multifaceted approach to control is valuable; however, providing examples of successful interventions or case studies could enhance understanding of effective strategies in practice.

Emphasize Public Health Implications: Strengthening the connection between A. lumbricoides infections and broader public health issues, such as economic impacts or links to other diseases, would underscore the urgency of addressing this parasite.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically correct

However, a few areas could benefit from clarification or additional detail:

Statistics and Prevalence: While the manuscript mentions that over 1.5 billion people are infected with soil-transmitted helminths, it could specify the exact number of A. lumbricoides cases for greater precision.

Research Gaps: The mention of resistance mechanisms is important; expanding on specific areas for future research would enhance the scientific rigor.

Control Strategies: While the manuscript discusses control measures, providing examples of successful interventions or case studies could strengthen its practical implications.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript appear to be a mix of both recent and older sources, which is important for providing a comprehensive background on Ascaris lumbricoides. However, there are opportunities to enhance the reference list for better relevance and currency.

Assessment of References:

Sufficiency: The references cover a range of topics related to A. lumbricoides, including epidemiology, diagnosis, treatment, and control strategies. This breadth is beneficial for the manuscript's objectives.

Recency: While some references are relatively recent (e.g., from 2020), others date back to 2008 or earlier. Given the evolving nature of research in parasitology and public health, it would be advantageous to include more recent studies, particularly those published in the last five years.

Suggestions for Additional References:

Recent Systematic Reviews: Including systematic reviews or meta-analyses published after 2020 would provide updated insights into the epidemiology and treatment efficacy of A. lumbricoides.

Current WHO Guidelines: Referencing the latest WHO guidelines or reports on soil-transmitted helminths would ensure that the manuscript reflects the most current public health recommendations.

Emerging Research: Adding studies that focus on new treatment modalities or resistance mechanisms published in 2021-2024 would enhance the manuscript's relevance.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the manuscript are generally suitable for scholarly communication, demonstrating a clear structure and appropriate scientific terminology. 

Areas for Improvement:

Grammar and Syntax: There are instances of awkward phrasing and grammatical errors that could be refined for better readability. For example, sentences could be restructured to enhance flow and coherence.

Consistency: Ensure consistent use of terminology throughout the manuscript. For instance, variations in how certain terms are presented (e.g., "Ascaris lumbricoides" vs. "A. lumbricoides") should be standardized.

Punctuation: Some sentences could benefit from improved punctuation to clarify meaning and enhance readability.
	

	Optional/General comments
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	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)

NO

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	Plagiarism Checker X - Report

Originality Assessment

76%

Overall Similarity
	


	PART  3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the 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”   


I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer
	PART  4: Objective Evaluation:



	Guideline
	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)
	I would assign an overall mark of 8. This indicates a Minor Revision is needed before publication.

Justification for the Rating:

Content Quality:

The manuscript provides a comprehensive overview of Ascaris lumbricoides, covering essential aspects such as epidemiology, diagnosis, treatment, and control measures. It effectively highlights the global health impact of the parasite and the challenges in managing infections.

Clarity and Structure:

The structure is logical, with clear sections that guide the reader through the various topics. However, some areas could benefit from improved clarity in language and organization to enhance readability.

References and Citations:

The references are relevant and up-to-date, supporting the claims made throughout the manuscript. However, ensuring consistency in citation style would improve professionalism.

Figures and Illustrations:

The inclusion of figures is beneficial; however, they should be accompanied by clearer descriptions to aid understanding.

Minor Issues:

There are several grammatical errors and awkward phrasings that need correction. Additionally, some sections could be more concise to avoid redundancy.
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	Author’s Feedback
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