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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 (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.


	The manuscript addresses a meaningful and appropriate topic relevant to the scientific community, particularly in the field of Immunology. The findings have potential inferences for both academic and industrial sectors, encouraging further investigation in the domain.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable as it correctly reflects the core content and focus of the manuscript
	

	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.


	· Since this is a review article, the abstract should clearly state that it is a comprehensive review of imaging technologies in immunology.
· The current version reads more like a list of techniques and applications. Improve logical succession by grouping technologies based on imaging depth or resolution and then linking them to their relevance.
· Consider reordering sentences to group similar technologies or applications.
· Some abbreviations like SRM, SMI, TIRF, TEM, AFM are mentioned without first defining them. While experts may recognize them, a scholarly abstract should define them at first use.
· While cell types (T cells, B cells, etc.) are mentioned, it would strengthen the abstract to include specific insights gained through these imaging techniques.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	While the manuscript is scientifically correct, it would advantage from:
· Inclusion of more recent references to incorporate the latest breakthroughs in imaging technology.

· Clarification or expansion on certain technical terms for clarity, especially for readers less familiar with highly specialized imaging methods.

· Clear discussion on limitations or challenges of each imaging technique to present a balanced view.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient but should be updated with new studies to enhance the manuscript’s relevance
	

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


	Correct minor punctuation errors and spaces between words.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Figures and tables, if included, could be enhanced to visually summarize key comparisons between imaging techniques for better reader engagement.
· It is recommended that the authors ensure consistency in formatting and citation style throughout
· Encouraging authors to incorporate recent landmark studies or emerging technologies could further improve the review.
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