

	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
	




[bookmark: _Hlk171324449][bookmark: _Hlk170903434]
	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 is especially important for the scientific community because it describes cestode infections, a serious group of diseases that affect millions of people worldwide, particularly in poorer regions. By bringing together the latest advances in diagnostics and our understanding of how these parasites interact with the human body, the paper offers practical insights that could help doctors, researchers, and health workers detect and treat these infections more effectively. I think it's a valuable resource for anyone working to reduce the burden of parasitic diseases.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, I think the title is clear, relevant, and accurately reflects the article’s content.
	

	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 should be more informative. The author should mention the future challenges, findings, and state the review's scope. 
The author may consider using synonyms for specific words, such as 'precise,' 'embrace,' and 'enhanced,' to improve lexical variety.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It’s a review paper, so I think it's scientifically correct because it concisely summarizes the previously published work.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some of the references are mentioned twice, but it's okay.
	

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

	The language and choice of words should be improved.
	

	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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