
	Journal Name:
	Journal of Disease and Global Health

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JODAGH_13293

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Modern Strategies for Cestode Infections: A Review of Immunological and Molecular Advances in Diagnosis and Management

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	This manuscript, "Modern Strategies for Cestode Infections: A Review of Immunological and Molecular Advances in Diagnosis and Management," is significant for the scientific community as it synthesizes the latest advancements in understanding and managing cestode infections. By highlighting innovative immunological and molecular diagnostic techniques, it offers valuable insights that can enhance disease detection and treatment strategies. This review not only contributes to the existing body of knowledge but also serves as a resource for researchers and clinicians seeking to improve patient outcomes in the face of these persistent infections.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title "Modern Strategies for Cestode Infections: A Review of Immunological and Molecular Advances in Diagnosis and Management" is suitable as it clearly conveys the focus of the article. However, a more concise alternative could be:

"Advancements in Immunological and Molecular Approaches to Cestode Infection Diagnosis and Management."

	

	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 provides a comprehensive overview of the recent advancements in cestode research, particularly in diagnosis and management. However, a few suggestions could enhance clarity and coherence:

1. Clarify the Scope: Introduce a brief statement at the beginning that outlines the overall significance of studying cestode infections, both in humans and animals.

2. Structured Flow: Consider organizing the content into distinct sections—diagnosis, treatment, and management—to improve readability.

3. Specific Examples: When mentioning specific diagnostic tools or methods, ensure that their relevance is clearly stated, possibly by highlighting their advantages over traditional methods.

4. Conclusion Statement: Add a concluding sentence that summarizes the impact of these advancements on public health or future research directions


	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references provided in the article are generally sufficient and cover a range of relevant topics.


	

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


	The language and English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communications.

	

	Optional/General comments
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)
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