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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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.


	Its main importance lies in integrating classical morphology with modern diagnostic and therapeutic strategies,also addresses critical gaps in understanding the transmission dynamics of this zoonotic parasite.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable as it clearly reveals the comprehensive nature of the review and concealments all the major sections discussed in the manuscript.
	

	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 is mostly well-structured and provides a good overview of the manuscript., I suggest adding a brief concluding sentence that highlights the public health implications  to enhance its comprehensiveness
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct and  provided information on the taxonomy, morphology, and life cycle is accurate and constant with established parasitological literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are appropriate and provide a wide-ranging background for the study.However I would suggest update the section on therapeutic interventions including a few more recent studies from the last two years 
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality are and suitable for scholarly communication. But I suggest that the authors consult a professional English language editing service to confirm the clarity of scientific language and grammar throughout the article.
	

	Optional/General comments


	I believe that after addressing the minor proposals regarding the abstract and the addition of more recent therapeutic studies, this work will be a valued addition to the scientific literature and greatly beneficial to researchers and clinicians in the field.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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, I have not any ethical issues in this manuscript. Its does not involve animal or human experimentation that need ethical committee approval."

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No competing interests were detected.
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No plagiarism is suspected
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