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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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “A Systematic Review of Naegleria fowleri Infections: Emerging Epidemiology, Molecular Pathogenesis, and Therapeutic Advances (2020–2025),” make it unsuitable in its present form. Labeling the paper as a “systematic review” is misleading, since the manuscript does not follow systematic review standards such as PRISMA compliance, protocol registration, or reproducible methodology.
	

	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.


	Firstly, the abstract claims that the review is systematic, yet there is no evidence of systematic methodology.This gives a misleading impression of methodological rigor. Secondly, the Methods section within the abstract is unclear and descriptive; it should briefly summarize how the literature search was conducted, including the databases searched, key terms, and time frame, rather than only listing them. The Results section reads like a narrative summary and lacks specific data, statistics, or synthesized findings, which are essential for a credible review abstract. Additionally, the Conclusion is broad and editorial in tone, with speculative statements (e.g., “AI-assisted therapies are on the cards”) that are unsupported for an abstract.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	No, the manuscript is not fully scientifically correct. It contains several major errors, including methodological misrepresentation (claiming to be a systematic review without meeting PRISMA standards), unverifiable or mismatched references, and unsupported claims about AI-assisted and nanomedicine therapies. These issues undermine its scientific validity and require substantial revision to ensure accuracy and credibility.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, but not as per PRISMA
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the manuscript addresses a relevant and underexplored topic, the emerging epidemiology and management of Naegleria fowleri infections, which holds importance for global health and infectious disease research. However, it requires major revision to meet scientific publication standards. The review should be reclassified as a narrative review rather than a systematic one, and all unverifiable data, speculative statements, and mismatched citations should be carefully removed or replaced with authentic references. The writing style can also be improved for clarity, conciseness, and critical depth, focusing more on evidence-based analysis rather than descriptive or promotional language. With these revisions and stronger methodological transparency, the manuscript could become a useful reference for researchers and clinicians working on rare but fatal CNS infections.
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