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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 provides a comprehensive review of human toxoplasmosis research in Iraq, covering nearly four decades of scientific advancements. It highlights the significant strides made in understanding the prevalence, diagnosis, clinical effects, and molecular diagnostics of Toxoplasma gondii infections, particularly among vulnerable populations such as pregnant women and immunocompromised individuals. The manuscript also emphasizes the interdisciplinary nature of recent research, particularly in neuropsychiatry and post-COVID-19 reactivation, making it an invaluable resource for advancing public health management and improving diagnostic capabilities globally. By synthesizing past and current research, this article lays a strong foundation for future research priorities and offers actionable insights for policymakers and healthcare providers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title "A Comparative Analysis of Toxoplasmosis Research in Iraq: Advancements in Regional Trends and Clinical Implications (1989–2024)" is appropriate, as it accurately reflects the scope and focus of the manuscript. However, should it not be 2025 instead of 2024?
	

	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 provides a solid overview of the key topics addressed in the manuscript, including seroprevalence studies, advancements in molecular diagnostics, and emerging research areas. However, I suggest adding a brief mention of the specific challenges faced by Iraqi researchers (e.g., political instability, limited resources) and how these have impacted research outcomes. This would provide a more comprehensive view of the scientific environment in which the research was conducted.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically accurate and well-researched. It accurately describes the evolution of toxoplasmosis research in Iraq, highlighting key studies, advancements in diagnostics, and the growing recognition of toxoplasmosis as a significant public health issue.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references provided are sufficient and recent, covering a wide range of studies from the past several decades. However, I recommend adding more recent publications (e.g., from 2023–2025) to ensure the manuscript includes the most up-to-date information. Additionally, a broader inclusion of international studies may further enhance the depth of the review.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the manuscript are generally suitable for scholarly communication. Some minor improvements in sentence structure could be made for clarity and flow, but overall, the manuscript meets the standards of academic writing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Please make sure to italicize the scientific names.
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


	


Reviewer details:

Rachel Joy S. Ellorin, Polytechnic University of the Philippines, Philippines
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

