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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 fills an important gap in our understanding of intestinal parasitic diseases in the Brazilian Amazon, a region that rarely appears in published research despite facing significant health challenges. Because amebiasis and giardiasis aren't tracked through mandatory reporting in Brazil, we have very little reliable data about how these infections actually affect people and healthcare systems. 
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	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.


	It could be included in the abstract the study period, the statistical methods,  type of Hospital
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	I found no major scientific errors such as data fabrication, or misrepresentation of results. So it looks scientifically correct.
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