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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 

• I had several problems in understanding some ideas and some others I could not catch 
them completely. I strongly recommend checking this manuscript with a translation 
service.  

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 

• There are many misspellings such as double spaces or missing spaces and use of 
capital letters. 

• Sometimes there are new paragraphs while talking about the same topic. 

• I am pretty sure the parasites name is Strongyloides stercoralis. 

• I found a little confusing the way you present your results, furthermore, some tables 
were moved and that made it more difficult to review the results. 

• I strongly recommend explaining the significance of P values and discuss them, 
especially when P is <0.05 

• There are large paragraphs with few references and although I assume they are from 
only one or two sources, it seems that the reference is missing.  

• Some tables were moved and that  
 

  
I agree and it has been taken care of. 
 
These findings has been taken care of and effected in the main manuscripts. 

Optional/General comments 
 

 

• In a quick review I could only find one article where they use the word “helminthes”, on 
the other hand, there are a lot of articles that use “helminths”. 

• I think it is a nice study. I would like to review it again. 
 

 
Note and will be corrected 
 
okay 
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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) 
 
 

 
 
 

 


