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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
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3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
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Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
To reduced the bias, it's better to divided the body of this  review article after introduction into 

method (how searched for the relevant studies ,the criteria used to selected articles and how was 

the data analysed )the results (numbers  of the studies analyzed and summarized the outcomes of 

these studies),discussion ( answer the question posted at the beginning  : differentiate 

morphologically and functionality of chitin bodies belong to Necator americanus (old world hook 

worm) vs. 2 pair of teeth belong to Ancylostoma duodenale (new world hook worm),evaluate the 

selected studies . 
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