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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	The manuscript describes the importance of the zoonotic potential of the cestodes through the consumption of the contaminated meat. This information will be very useful for not only to the scientific community but also to the general public.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title should add another word “contaminated” because of the E. granulosus is also reviewed by the authors. The modified title is given below, “Prevalence and Detection of Zoonotic Cestodes in Contaminated Meat Sold in Local Markets in India and its Health Impact: A Comprehensive Review”
	

	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.


	In the abstract, authors claimed that the manuscript is based on the systematic review and meta-analysis of the data from the published literature, but I couldn’t find any systematic review approach or meta-analysis of data. Authors can refer articles on  Systematic reviews done on any zoonotic diseases to get an idea on how to do a systematic review and metaanalysis. Example “Perera, J.M.; Gurtler, C.; Barnes, A.N. A Systematic Review of Zoonotic Enteric Parasites in Synanthropic Mammalian Species in Florida. Pathogens 2024, 13, 1065. https://doi.org/10.3390/pathogens13121065”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The information provided in the manuscript are more relevant to the topic and reviewed articles ranging from the year 2000 to 2024.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There are only 6 articles out of 23 articles reviewed are recent (2020-2024). It could be because of lack of availability of the articles on this area of research in India. However, the authors can collect literature on other countries and compare the incidences, diagnosis and the control measures followed in other countries and how it can be adopted in Indian institutions.
	

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


	Yes, I believe they are good for the scholarly communication. If required, they can take the help of AI tools for improving the draft, I believe.
	

	Optional/General comments


	I have given my comments in the manuscript and also made a few tracked changes for the authors to address.
SEE ATTACHMENT
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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