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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 Manuscript addresses an important research question and applies a structured methodological approach. But several aspects require clarification and improvement before the work can be considered for publication.
	

	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.


	NOT REQUIRED
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. Yes, the study uses reverse vaccinology along with immune-informatics, which is a modern, cost effective approach for vaccine innovation. 

2. This is scientifically acceptable for initial screening studies and it sounds well.

3. The scientific issues in this manuscript was inconsistency in vaccine length

4. Language issues, grammatical errors

5. Discussion part is slightly weakening and limitation, still it could be strengthened

6. Over-interpretation of result part

7. Most of the figures were not properly explained in the text, few examples like Fig 1, 4a/b, etc.

8. Major concern was in the Methods section, the vaccine length is mentioned as 360 amino acids, but in the Discussion section it was stated as 687 amino acids. It is a major internal inconsistency, and must be corrected.

9. Another issue was, the rationale for selecting TLR4 as the sole immune receptor for docking analysis could be further clarified, particularly considering other receptors known to participate in antifungal immune recognition. Still there are other immune receptors like TLR2, Dectin-1, etc. could be used.

10. Epitope conservancy analysis across multiple strains of Cryptococcus neoformans has not been reported, hence it is very crucial thing in vaccine design. If not reported, might be thoughtful that the vaccine may work only for 1 strain.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· The references are adequate, but still author could include more recent references available from 2023 – 2025 related to immune-informatics based vaccines and Cryptococcus neoformans research.
	

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


	· The overall structure is understandable, but the quality of English language needs to be improved to meet the standards of journal and scholars.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Grammatical errors 

· Typographical errors in headings and figure descriptions
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

· No major ethical issues
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