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	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.


	This manuscript is highly important for the scientific community as it addresses a significant public health issue—soil-transmitted helminth (STH) infections—within a particularly vulnerable demographic: pregnant women in a resource-constrained region. The findings highlight the high prevalence of these infections and identify specific risk factors, providing crucial data for targeted interventions and policy development. It underscores the need to include pregnant women in deworming programs and improve sanitation and hygiene practices to achieve better maternal and child health outcomes. The study’s focus on this specific population group, often excluded from large-scale deworming efforts, fills a critical knowledge gap and advocates for a more inclusive approach to STH control.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable. It clearly and concisely reflects the study's content, geographical area, and target population.
	

	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.


	The abstract is comprehensive. It clearly states the objectives, methodology, key findings (prevalence rates of different STH species, mixed infections, and significant risk factors like age, gravidity, occupation, education, toilet facility, and drinking water source), and a conclusion with a recommendation. No major additions or deletions are suggested.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The methodologies are appropriate for the study objectives, the data analysis is sound, and the conclusions are supported by the presented results. The discussion effectively interprets the findings in the context of existing literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references appear sufficient and recent, and they are appropriately cited within the text. No additional references are suggested at this time.
	

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


	Yes, the English language used in the manuscript is generally good, clear, and suitable for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well-structured and presents a valuable study. The detailed methodology and clear presentation of results contribute significantly to the understanding of STH epidemiology in this vulnerable population. The only minor suggestion is to consider adding a dedicated section on study limitations within the discussion to further enhance the manuscript's robustness.
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