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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.
	Helicobacter pylori infection on the immunoglobulins and interleukins.

The results shows 81% positive response out of 200 people samples.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	
	

	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.
	
	

	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

	In this study shows the effect of  Helicobacter pylori infection on the immunoglobulins and interleukins of infected 200 patients at Nnewi North, Nigeria. 
IgG antibodies are the most abundant type of antibody in the body and are crucial for long-term immunity against infections. 
In results 54% results show infected and 60% in igm .
Authors should include the infected sample risk assessment or any pathological study. In such type case pathological results should included. Only in terms of table it’s difficult to conclude.
 Study was good attending 200samepls which gives good results.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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