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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.


	> Discusses an important and emerging area in the domain of reproductive immunology. 

> Focus on the role of T cell dysfunction and exhaustion in spontaneous abortion. 

>Clinically a significant problem specially when limited immunological data are available.
>Seems to provide chance to consolidate scattered data in this field. 

>Such (improved) understanding of immune tolerance breakdown can contribute to therapeutic strategies is recurrent pregnancy loss is found.

> But need some structural refinement and clarification of a few (conceptual) points
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Its okay. But can be like: 
“T Cell Exhaustion and Immune Dysfunction in Spontaneous Abortion: A Targeted Review”

Avoids ambiguity 

Properly show/indicate the core theme to  readers.


	

	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.


	Some restructuring will improve. 

It reads to this reviewer more like a detailed background than summary.  My suggestions: 

· Write a few (may be 1 or 2) sentence on the background of the clinical problem

· Try to state – on what basis you selected this literature or may be summarized them? 

· Try to write a para or section on the summary of the main immunological findings or insights that you eventually came up with.

· Try to end with a para may be, on what are the (a) clinical and (b) research implications of this review. 

Do not use general statements. Try focusing on specific immunological mechanisms – for examp. Checkpoint pathways or say, cytokine profiles. This will  improve clarity.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. It is broadly good. But to this reviewer. Some of the claims require a more clearer referencing. I will cite some example .  like .

· The manuscript hugely relies on murine data. Must have noticed it. Do mention the species specificity very clearly, and do not forget to remark on translational limitations.

· Text on immune checkpoints such as PD-1 and CTLA-4 is not doubt informative. But please write a little on their interaction with the maternal-fetal interface. You missed it. 

· Why not a para that compare head to head the phenomenon of T cell exhaustion in spontaneous abortion versus pregnancies that are successful – if you can add some current immunophenotyping studies.. then that will be very good

Try adding a table – summary of “exhausted T cell markers”  and their known effects in pregnancy .. if you can. 
	

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

Some suggestions. Please include some paper(s) on studies on decidual T cell profiling using single-cell RNA-seq – this will be a recent and effective inclusion as per this reviewer. 

Some research linking immune checkpoint therapies and reproductive outcomes in patients

Reviews (available) on the role of regulatory T cells in recurrent pregnancy loss in patients

This reviewer believe that you should include a minimum of ateleast 1  one meta-analysis to further improve your claim in the text. 
	

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


	Good language. 

 Some  grammatical and syntactical issues noted. 
Some paragraphs are very long – can be converted clear topic - sentences. 
Thorough proofreading suggested. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Adding a flowchart showing T cell exhaustion pathways will improve (visual)  understanding
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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