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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	Such studies are very important to determine the extent of crop contamination with parasites and thus the risk of their transmission to humans. They are also important to determine how to handle these crops so that they are suitable for consumption.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	the title of this article is suitable
	

	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 researcher is supposed to mention the name of the parasite with the highest prevalence and the name of the parasite with the least prevalence.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It needs a lot of corrections.

	

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

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


	The language is good but some words need modification like the word litre and favour  
Litre the correct is litter 

favour the correct is favor and so with the rest of the words
	

	Optional/General comments


	1- What types of protozoa did the researcher find that he did not mention?
2- The researcher provided 4 actual tables, but he mentioned only 6 tables in the explanation of the results.

The researcher gave 4 actual tables, so tables 5 and 6 should be omitted.

3- Table 1 and 2 are not explained.

4- As for the figure, there are only 4 figures, so shape 5 is not mentioned ,the word shape 5 should be deleted. .
5- The working methods are devoid of sources, and this is not permissible, so you must mention the sources from which the working methods were taken.
6- The researcher mentioned that he used least significant diffrences LSD (one way anova )  method in statistical analysis, but he did not mention its value.
7- Values of LSD that should be mentioned below each table
8- It is better to mention the sources in the form of numbers in the text of the research.

	


	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)


	


Reviewer Details:

Alaa Hamady Obeid Al-Taei, University of Babylon, Iraq
