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	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 important for the scientific community as it addresses pleuropulmonary amebiasis, a relatively uncommon but potentially life-threatening manifestation of extraintestinal amebiasis that remains underrecognized, particularly in tropical and resource-limited settings. The review provides a comprehensive synthesis of current knowledge on the pathogenesis, clinical presentation, diagnostic approaches, and management strategies, integrating classical literature with more recent evidence. By highlighting the frequent misdiagnosis of this condition as pulmonary tuberculosis, bacterial lung abscess, or malignancy, the article contributes to improving diagnostic accuracy and clinical awareness among healthcare professionals. Overall, this work serves as a valuable educational and clinical reference for clinicians, infectious disease specialists, and researchers involved in tropical medicine and pulmonary infections.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title “Diagnosis and Management of Pleuropulmonary Amebiasis” accurately reflects the main focus and scope of the manuscript. It is clear, concise, and informative, effectively indicating that the article addresses both diagnostic approaches and therapeutic management of pleuropulmonary amebiasis. The title is relevant to the journal’s scope and is likely to attract readers interested in tropical diseases, infectious diseases, and pulmonary complications of parasitic infections.

Optional minor suggestion: If the authors wish to further emphasize the review nature of the manuscript, the title could be slightly refined to include “A Review” or “A Narrative Review,” although this is not mandatory.
	

	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 generally comprehensive and provides a clear overview of the topic, including the clinical relevance, epidemiology, diagnostic challenges, and management of pleuropulmonary amebiasis. It successfully highlights the importance of early and accurate diagnosis, particularly in endemic and developing regions where misdiagnosis is common. The abstract also appropriately summarizes the clinical manifestations and diagnostic modalities discussed in the manuscript.

However, the abstract could be further strengthened by explicitly stating the type of review (e.g., narrative review or literature review) and briefly clarifying the methodology of literature selection, such as the databases used or the time frame covered. Including a concise concluding sentence that emphasizes the key clinical implications or take-home message would enhance its clarity and impact. Overall, the abstract is informative and relevant but would benefit from minor refinements to improve completeness and academic rigor.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound and accurate in its presentation of pleuropulmonary amebiasis. The authors demonstrate a good understanding of the pathophysiology, routes of infection, clinical manifestations, diagnostic modalities, and management strategies, which are largely consistent with established literature and current clinical knowledge. The discussion appropriately integrates classical references with more recent studies, supporting the scientific validity of the content.

Nevertheless, minor issues should be addressed to further strengthen scientific rigor. These include occasional grammatical inaccuracies, inconsistencies in terminology, and some statements that would benefit from clearer citation or more precise wording. In addition, the manuscript would benefit from a clearer distinction between well-established evidence and observations derived from case reports or older studies. Addressing these minor points would improve clarity and reinforce the scientific robustness of the manuscript without altering its core conclusions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used in the manuscript are generally sufficient and appropriate to support the discussion of pleuropulmonary amebiasis. The authors cite a broad range of authoritative sources, including classic textbooks, World Health Organization documents, and well-established review articles, which are relevant given the rarity and long-recognized nature of this condition. In addition, several relatively recent publications (within the last 5–7 years) are included, particularly in the sections addressing global burden, diagnostic advances, and case-based evidence.

However, the reference list relies heavily on older foundational studies, and the manuscript would benefit from the inclusion of more recent high-quality reviews or original research, especially regarding molecular diagnostics, imaging advancements, and updated clinical management strategies. Incorporating additional literature from the past 3–5 years would enhance the manuscript’s currency and further strengthen its contribution to contemporary clinical practice and research.
	

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


	The overall language and English quality of the manuscript are adequate for scholarly communication, and the main ideas are clearly conveyed. The manuscript is generally understandable and uses appropriate scientific terminology consistent with the field of tropical and infectious diseases. Most sections effectively communicate complex clinical and diagnostic concepts in a structured manner.

However, there are frequent grammatical errors, awkward sentence constructions, and occasional inconsistencies in tense and article usage that affect readability and fluency. Some sentences are overly long or repetitive and would benefit from careful editing for clarity and conciseness. Therefore, it is strongly recommended that the manuscript undergo professional English language editing or thorough proofreading by a native or proficient English speaker to improve clarity, coherence, and overall academic presentation before publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No issue
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