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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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
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	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article provides a clear and informative overview of edible vaccines, highlighting their benefits such as cost-effectiveness and accessibility for low-resource settings. The discussion of plant-based systems for antigen production is well-explained.

However, the article could be strengthened by including more details on clinical trials, real-world examples, and specific regulatory frameworks. Addressing ethical concerns and public perception of genetically modified crops would also enhance the discussion. Additionally, a section on future research directions to improve antigen stability and scalability would add value.

Overall Assessment:

A good review, however a more thorough viewpoint would be offered with more attention to clinical data, regulatory issues, and ethical issues. 

Overall Strength of the article – 75%

Future Prospects – 70%

Need to be clarify – Ethical, Clinical trials and regulatory frame work.
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