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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.


	A deeper understanding of the interaction between parasites and the immune system: This manuscript reveals the clever strategies used by parasitic worms to circumvent the host's immune system. 

Developing diagnostic tools and vaccines: By identifying the antigenic sugars expressed by parasitic worms at different life stages, we can develop diagnostic tools and perhaps even vaccines that specifically target these molecules.

Shedding light on the concept of "molecular similarity," which parasitic worms use to camouflage themselves and evade the host's immune system.

In short, this manuscript also opens new doors for research and development in the fields of immunotherapy, vaccine development, and diagnostic tools. It contributes to a deeper understanding of how organisms interact at the molecular level.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate.
	

	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.


	Looking at the abstract, it appears to be very good, fairly comprehensive, and covers the main points of the article.

However, some minor additions could be suggested to make it more robust, slightly improve the level of detail, and add some clarity to the specific mechanisms.

* Clarification of receptor types: Specific types of sugar-binding receptors (such as C-type lectins and galectins) targeted by helminth sugars could be added, providing a more precise understanding of the mechanism.

It would be preferable to provide examples of worm species; it would be helpful to implicitly indicate that the review may include examples from different helminth species to illustrate the diversity of their strategies.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on the summary you provided, the manuscript appears scientifically sound and based on well-established concepts in immunology and parasitology. Here are the reasons:

Recognition of parasitic worms as pathogens is a well-established scientific fact.

The ability of worms to modulate immunity by suppressing the host immune system is a well-known and well-studied concept in parasitic immunology.

Targeting glycosylation proteins: This suggests that parasitic worms use their sugars to target sugar-binding proteins (such as lectins and galectins) in the host.

It mentions the therapeutic potential of immunomodulatory compounds found in these sugars, as well as the use of antigenic sugars in diagnostics and vaccines, which are promising research directions.

In addition, the presence of references at the end of the extract indicates that the information is based on published, peer-reviewed research, which enhances its scientific credibility. It also appears consistent with current scientific knowledge in related fields.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Based on the excerpts I provided from the manuscript, the presence of diverse references indicates coverage of diverse sources in the field. The publication years also vary. However, more recent articles discussing the role of specific C-type lectins (e.g., DC-SIGN, MGL) and galectins in recognizing helminth sugars and modulating immune responses are worth exploring.

 Studies on the specific functional effects of sugars: Additional research may be needed to determine precisely how the binding of specific sugars (e.g., Lewis X, LacDiNAc) to specific receptors leads to specific immune outcomes.

In general, the references included in the excerpts appear relevant.
	

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


	Considering the excerpts from the manuscript I have provided, the quality of the English language appears to be well-suited for scientific communication.

Without obvious grammatical or spelling errors: The excerpts provided do not contain any obvious grammatical or spelling errors that might impede understanding.

In summary, based on these excerpts, it can be confidently said that the quality of the English language in the manuscript is well-suited for professional scientific communication. It is clear, precise, and concise, and uses scientific terminology correctly. This allows the information to be effectively conveyed to readers in the scientific community.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the manuscript appears promising in providing valuable insights into the role of helminth sugars in modulating host immunity and the relevance of this knowledge in developing new therapeutic and diagnostic applications. The specific focus on sugars as key molecules in this interaction represents a strength of this review.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No, there is nothing like that
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No, there is nothing like that
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No, there is nothing like that
	


	PART  3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:



	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”


I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer
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	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 

( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 

Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	8.5
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