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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.


	Toxoplasmosis is a socially and health-important disease. Conducting a statistical or systematic study of all previous research is an attempt to derive an appreciation. However, you must adhere to the conditions and requirements of writing in this field. This manuscript lacks all aspects of a systematic study.
You should familiarise yourself with the rules of writing a systematic study before you start working. Your work was good, but your knowledge failed you.
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	Prevalence of Toxoplasma gondii in Kirkuk city , North Iraq, from 1989-2025, systematic review. 
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	The abstract is arranged with a messy cable. The summary should include the background, aims, methods, results and conclusion. All this does not exist.
The summary is arranged with a messy cable. The summary should include the background, aims, methods, results and conclusion. All this does not exist.
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Is it fair that a 35-year systematic study depends on only 20 references? There are many, many references in the text that are not present in the paragraph of the references and vice versa.
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All words in the manuscript must be revisited and re-edited linguistically and grammatically.
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