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the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors
should write his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION 1. Title needs to be reviewed to read: Ascaris lumbricoides beyond
comments intestinal obstruction.
Minor REVISION 1. Write Ascaris lumbricoides as two separate words i.e generic
comments and species names throughout manuscript.
2. Clarify contents in lines 12, 16, 45-46, 92-93.
3. Contents in line 43 appear to contradict contents in line 47.
Was the patient single or married?
4. Line 48-49 why the interest in keeping a dog??
5. Clarify the meaning of “Admition laboratory” in line 58.
6. Line 97: why treatment with ivermectin when drugs of choice
for human ascariasis are available??
7. Line 139: Ascaris suum is NOT known to infect humans. Could
it have been mis-identification?
8. Lines 133 and 141: cite references appropriately.
9. Line 148: what s ST elevation?
Optional /General 1. Why was stool analysis the only technique repeated several
comments times in the study?
2. The clinical features described relating to the heart condition
appears consistent with Chagas disease and NOT ascariasis!
3. Avariety of tests to rule out Chagas disease completely would
have enriched the findings.
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