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	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.


	1. The house dust mite (HDM) setae might contribute to allergenic reactions—is novel and underexplored in the literature. It adds a valuable dimension to the field of allergen research.
2. The manuscript connects the fields of acarology, entomology, allergology, and environmental health, thereby appealing to a wide-ranging scientific audience.

3. The manuscript offers a comprehensive biological and functional context regarding both house dust mites and insect setae, which serves to anchor the proposed hypothesis in recognized literature
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes 
	

	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.
	The abstract should clearly state the need for further research and the hypothetical nature of the claim
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Although the hypothesis is captivating, it currently lacks direct experimental or observational support. The manuscript could be enhanced by:

· Referencing existing studies, if available, that investigates allergenic proteins in setae.

· Proposing specific experimental designs for future research 
	

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

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


	No
The manuscript contains numerous grammatical mistakes, awkward phrasing, and spelling errors (for instance, "vartion" instead of "variation," "insect’s" instead of "insects'," "classiefied," etc.) that obstruct clarity and flow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Several sections reiterate previously mentioned information (such as the allergenicity of feces and shed skin). Reducing these repetitions would enhance focus and readability.
2. The conclusion reiterates general information about setae but fails to adequately highlight the potential significance of the hypothesis or provide a clear direction for future research.

3. The manuscript displays inconsistent formatting of references
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