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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.


	The abstract clearly presents the objective, methodology, and outcomes of a computational immunoinformatics study aimed at designing a multi-epitope vaccine against Cryptococcus neoformans, the major cause of Cryptococcal meningitis. The workflow follows a standard reverse vaccinology pipeline and includes epitope prediction, vaccine construct design, structural validation, docking, molecular dynamics simulation, and codon optimization.

Overall, the paragraph is scientifically sound and logically organized, but several improvements can enhance clarity, precision, and journal suitability.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, The title is too length..
	

	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 manuscript has potential, but substantial methodological clarification, stronger structure–activity correlation, and improved presentation are required prior to acceptance.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Add missing references, especially for established methodologies.


	

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

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


	The manuscript needs language editing for clarity and conciseness.

 Certain sections (especially Results and Discussion) mix experimental and computational interpretations without clear separation.

Some conclusions appear overstated compared to the presented data.


	

	Optional/General comments


	Provide full names of synthesized compounds.

Check consistency of abbreviations 

Correct typographical errors in chemical formulas 

 Include melting points and purity data for compounds

Add a graphical abstract that clearly summarizes the workflow.

Ensure all spectra are high resolution and readable.
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