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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.


	
	

	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.


	Need to correction.
Repeat writing tis paragraph (Our study revealed that the constructed vaccine was stable and antigenic in nature. To study the binding affinity between the vaccine and the antigenic receptors, Docking was performed with vaccine construct and TLR-4 monomer. Therefore, many new rapid diagnostic tools and vaccines are being developed with improved efficacy to end the global TB epidemic by 2035) and add more information about the conclusion with strong writing.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, is correct. 
There is a need to discuss the results more extensively and compare them with previous studies to provide deeper insights and strengthen the scientific value of the research.

- There is a need to update the references and to utilize modern docking tools in order to generate clear and illustrative images that facilitate and enhance reader understanding.
	- 


	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes,.
- Need to update most of the references in all the manuscript.
	

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


	Is ok.
	

	Optional/General comments


	- The figures in general are not expressive or informative enough. They lack clarity and do not effectively illustrate the key findings.

- The resolution for figures 6 and 7 is not good.

- There is a need to rewrite the conclusion in both the abstract and the general conclusion section to ensure it is more logical, impactful, and clearly emphasizes the importance of this research. 

- The discussion section should also be rewritten to better analyze and interpret the findings in the context of relevant literature.

- There is a need to update the references and to utilize modern docking tools in order to generate clear and illustrative images that facilitate and enhance reader understanding.
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