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	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.


	This manuscript is important because it shows how new sequencing technologies are changing the way we study parasitic diseases. By explaining the role of NGS in understanding parasite genomes and improving diagnostics, it helps researchers apply these tools more effectively. It also supports better disease control and future research in parasitology.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It can be changed as: Next Generation Sequencing in Parasitic Disease Research: Applications and Advances"
	

	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.


	  No clear conclusion summarizing the main point.

Lacks explanation of why NGS is important.

Too general; misses key applications like drug resistance tracking.

Scope (human or animal parasites) is unclear.

Some repetition about NGS features.

Weak opening without a strong hook on parasitic disease importance.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically accurate and well-written. It correctly explains the evolution of sequencing technologies from Sanger to third-generation platforms and clearly describes NGS workflows and data analysis. The examples of NGS applications in parasitic disease research are relevant and up-to-date. Overall, it provides a solid and comprehensive overview without major scientific errors
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and relevant, covering key sequencing technologies and important parasitology studies. However, adding more recent papers (from the last 5 years) would improve the manuscript’s currency. Including updated reviews on sequencing technologies and newer bioinformatics tools used in parasitic research is recommended to strengthen the reference list.


	

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


	The language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is clear, formal, and uses appropriate scientific terminology. However, some sentences are long and could be simplified for better readability. A few minor grammar and punctuation tweaks would improve flow, but overall, it meets the standards expected in academic writing.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	
	


	PART  3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:
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