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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 the concept of immune anergy and its relationship with chronic infectious diseases, particularly tuberculosis. Understanding immune anergy is important for clarifying mechanisms of immune dysfunction in persistent infections and its relationship with other immune concepts such as immune exhaustion and immune tolerance. The article also attempts to provide a comparative overview of anergic B cells and T cells and their immunological mechanisms. Such discussions may contribute to improving the conceptual understanding of immune dysregulation in chronic infections
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title reflects the general topic of the manuscript; however, it may benefit from linguistic refinement for clarity and scientific accuracy.

Suggested alternative title:

“Immune Anergy in Tuberculosis: Mechanisms and Immunological Perspectives


	

	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 summarizes the general idea of immune anergy and its association with tuberculosis. However, it requires improvement in language clarity and structure. Some sentences are grammatically unclear and should be rewritten for better readability.

The abstract may also benefit from briefly mentioning:

· the comparative approach used in the manuscript,

· the relation between immune anergy and immune exhaustion,

· the significance of the presented tuberculosis-related observations.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript presents several known immunological concepts related to immune anergy, immune exhaustion, immune tolerance, and immune resilience. The scientific ideas discussed are generally consistent with current immunological knowledge.

However, some sections require clearer scientific explanation and improved organization. The section describing the tuberculosis patient program should include clearer methodological details such as study design, selection criteria, and statistical considerations to strengthen the scientific robustness of the manuscript


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes several relevant references related to immune anergy and tuberculosis. However, the reference list could be improved by including more recent publications from high-impact immunology journals.

It is recommended to include additional recent reviews on:

· T cell exhaustion

· Immune regulation in tuberculosis

· Immune tolerance mechanisms.

Some references should also be formatted more consistently according to journal citation style


	

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


	The manuscript requires substantial English language editing. Several grammatical errors, spelling issues, and sentence structure problems are present throughout the manuscript.

Professional language editing is recommended to improve clarity, readability, and overall scholarly presentation


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript discusses an interesting immunological topic and attempts to integrate several related immune concepts. The comparative tables presented in the manuscript are useful for summarizing differences between immune anergy, immune exhaustion, and immune tolerance.

However, the manuscript would benefit from:

· improved language editing

· clearer section organization

· better explanation of the tuberculosis patient study

· additional recent references

· clearer distinction between review content and original observations.

With these improvements, the manuscript may become more suitable for publication
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No clear ethical concerns were identified from the information provided in the manuscript. However, if human subjects were involved in the tuberculosis patient study described, the manuscript should clearly state whether ethical approval was obtained and whether informed consent was collected from participants
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