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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

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

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

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Arethe references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide
additional suggestions/comments)

The topic of the manuscript is interesting, however it may be relevant to know the current
state of contamination of vegetables for human consumption with parasites.

Yes, the title is appropriate, clear and precise.

Yes, the summary is clear and precise, accurately summarizing the work presented.

Yes, the structure of the manuscript and its subsections are adequate and sufficient for a
good presentation.

Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct, the subject of the review was adequately
fulfilled, however, in my personal opinion they could have included some graphics.

The references are sufficient and current, but | suggest reviewing the data on E. histolytica,
since this particular species only parasitizes humans; the Entamoebas present in other
mammals are from other species. You could review this work: Ximénez C, Moran P, Rojas
L,etal. Novelties on amoebiasis: A neglected tropical disease. J of Global Infectious
Diseases. Apr-Jun 2011, Vol:3 Num.2; 166-174. DOI: 10.4103/0974-777X.81695.

Minor REVISION comments

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

The language and writing of the manuscript have the necessary quality to be published. It only
requires a minimal revision and improving the presentation of the tables.

Optional/General comments

Just review and correct the information on E. histolytica, and improve the presentation of the tables.

PART 2:

Reviewer’s comment IAuthor’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight

feedback here)

that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

No ethical issues are required as it is a review manuscript.
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