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	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 is important because it shows that Sargassum fluitans, an invasive seaweed, can be used to boost immunity instead of causing harm to the environment. It helps scientists find new natural sources for medicines and supports the idea of using waste materials for useful purposes. The study also promotes sustainable ways to manage marine resources.
	

	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.


	1.add one sentence on why studying Sargassum fluitans is important for biotechnology 
2. mention only key steps such as extraction, phytochemical analysis, and immunogenic testing, instead of detailed processes.

3. Quantitative results can be summarized more clearly
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	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound and well-structured, with clear objectives, methodology, and data analysis.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	If you mention animal or model system (rabbits) immunological responses, it may help to cite work on similar models or baselines for immune response in rabbits.
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	The language of the manuscript is clear and understandable, and the scientific content is communicated effectively.
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