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	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.


	This manuscript provides an overview of how gut dysbiosis influences multiple organ systems, highlighting the gut–immune axis as a key driver of autoimmune and inflammatory diseases. By synthesizing evidence across rheumatology, dermatology, ophthalmology, immunology, and gastroenterology, it emphasizes the interconnectedness of systemic immune pathways and microbial alterations.
	

	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 is generally comprehensive and covers the main components expected in a systematic review: background, aim, methodology, results, and conclusion. However, It does not clearly specify the study designs included (e.g., observational vs. review articles), despite stating it is a systematic review. It lists very broad results without specifying how many studies supported each finding.
Add a brief statement such as: “Sixteen human observational studies and reviews met the inclusion criteria.”
Instead of a general list, add: “Most included studies showed…”, “Several studies identified…”, or specify how many studies supported major conclusions.

Avoid overly mechanistic descriptions in the abstract. Mechanistic details (e.g., IL-6, IL-10, Treg/Th17 modulation) can be condensed to maintain focus on review outcomes.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound in its general concepts
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are mostly recent (2020–2025) and relevant to the major systems discussed (immunology, rheumatology, dermatology, ophthalmology, and gastroenterology).
	

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


	The language of the manuscript is generally understandable and clear, and the authors successfully communicate scientific concepts without major grammatical errors. However, it is not yet fully suitable for high-quality scholarly publication.
Many ideas are repeated across Introduction, Results, and Discussion (e.g., references to IL-6, TNF-α, Treg/Th17, dysbiosis patterns). Academic writing should avoid restating the same concepts multiple times.
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