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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 
 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Interesting case study, first case in the area, so very important to inform health officials and 
population. 
-What they saw under the microscope were eggs of Enterobius vermicularis. It would have 
been appropriate to show a picture of the eggs to inform health professionals what they 
should be looking out for. Instead, they show the head and tail of adult worm, and have no 
reference for it. The reference to Fig 1 is essential. 
-The treatment and follow up of this case could be added so health professionals are well 
informed of what to do with such a case 
-The grammar and tenses could be better. “…. request her to come tomorrow in lab with his 
son…” there are phrases like this which should be correctly written 
-Important to specify area where this was found 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
This case study is important. It should be completed with treatment and follow up, someone 
who can better correct the English should do so, and a picture of eggs should be included. 
Fig 1 to have a reference 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
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