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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 provides essential epidemiological data on Human leishmaniasis in southern Darfur, where such information is scarce. By describing patterns of transmission across age, sex, and seasonal cycles, it provides valuable insights for improving surveillance and targeted public health interventions. The findings also support broader efforts by the scientific community to understand and control neglected tropical diseases in high-risk and conflict-affected settings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title “Human Leishmaniasis in South Darfur, Sudan: An Epidemiological Investigation” is clear, appropriate, and accurately reflects the study’s content.
	

	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 but can be more concise.

· Reduce detailed methodology (no need for step-by-step test descriptions).

· Summarize results more tightly by highlighting only key findings (total cases, major patterns, peak months).

· Add one brief background sentence to show the importance of the study.

· Strengthen the conclusion by adding a public health implication.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript appears scientifically sound, and the study design, data presentation, and interpretation of results are consistent with standard epidemiological research practices. Minor revisions could further strengthen clarity and organization, but the scientific content is solid and accurate.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript are generally adequate, relevant, and include a number of recent sources (2020–2025), which reinforces the scientific credibility of the work. However, some additional references could further enhance the depth of the discussion – particularly recent WHO reports, focusing on climate-vector interactions, and Sudan-specific outbreaks and surveillance. The inclusion of one or two updated global leishmaniasis burden reports (e.g., WHO 2023/2024) would also improve the completeness of the reference list.
· World Health Organization. (2023). Leishmaniasis: Global epidemiological update 2023. World Health Organization.
https://www.who.int/publications/i/item/9789240075684

· Ready, P. D. (2013). Biology of phlebotomine sand flies as vectors of Leishmania parasites. Annual Review of Entomology, 58, 227–250. https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-ento-120811-153557

· Hailu, A., Musa, A., Wasunna, M., Balasegaram, M., Yifru, S., Mengistu, G., Hurissa, Z., Hailu, W., Weldegebreal, T., Tesfaye, S., Makonnen, E., Khalil, E., Elmoubasher, A., & Abuzaid, A. (2021). Visceral leishmaniasis in East Africa—Epidemiology and control challenges. Current Tropical Medicine Reports, 8(3), 124–134. https://doi.org/10.1007/s40475-021-00238-5

· World Health Organization. (2020). Control of leishmaniasis: Report of a WHO expert committee. WHO Technical Report Series No. 949.
https://apps.who.int/iris/handle/10665/44412
· Paiva, B. R., Secundino, N. F. C., Nascimento, J. C., Pimenta, P. F. P., & Galati, E. A. B. (2015). Climate and environmental factors influencing leishmaniasis transmission: A systematic review. Parasites & Vectors, 8(1), 1–12. https://doi.org/10.1186/s13071-015-0932-y


	

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


	Problems include occasional grammatical errors, long and repetitive sentences, inconsistent tense use, and areas that could be improved for clarity. With careful proofreading and tightening of wording - particularly in the summary, conclusions, and discussion - the manuscript could achieve a fully professional academic standard. Overall, the English is adequate, but requires moderate editing for clarity, conciseness, and flow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This study provides a valuable contribution to the understanding of leishmaniasis in a poorly documented area and would further benefit from minor language refinement and clearer data presentation.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No

	


Reviewer details:

K. Katturajan, Tamil Nadu Open University, India

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


