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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.

	This book chapter addresses a highly relevant and complex clinical issue by exploring immune function and tissue regenerative capacity in hemodialysis patients with diabetes. The topic is of significant importance to nephrology, endocrinology, immunology, and regenerative medicine, as diabetic patients undergoing hemodialysis represent a particularly vulnerable population with paradoxical immune and repair responses. By integrating clinical characteristics with immunological and regenerative perspectives, the manuscript contributes to a deeper understanding of pathophysiological mechanisms that are often underexplored in this patient group. The chapter provides valuable insights that may inform future translational research and clinical management strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the title is appropriate, informative, and accurately reflects the scope and content of the chapter. It clearly conveys the focus on immunity, tissue regeneration, hemodialysis, and diabetes, while highlighting the paradoxical aspects discussed in the manuscript. No modification of the title is necessary.
	

	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 is comprehensive and clearly summarizes the background, objectives, and thematic focus of the chapter. It effectively outlines the clinical context and the key paradoxes related to immune dysfunction and impaired tissue regeneration in diabetic hemodialysis patients.
Minor suggestion:
The abstract could be slightly strengthened by explicitly mentioning the clinical or translational implications of the discussed mechanisms. However, this is optional and does not detract from its overall clarity and quality.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The concepts related to immune dysregulation, chronic inflammation, oxidative stress, impaired wound healing, and altered regenerative responses in diabetic hemodialysis patients are accurately described and well supported by existing literature. The discussion reflects a solid understanding of the underlying pathophysiology and aligns with current scientific knowledge. No major scientific inaccuracies were identified.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are adequate, relevant, and generally up to date. They appropriately cover key areas including diabetes, chronic kidney disease, immune dysfunction, and tissue regeneration. The citation of both foundational and recent studies strengthens the academic rigor of the chapter.
Optional suggestion:
In future editions, the inclusion of a few more recent reviews (last 2–3 years) on immune senescence and regenerative impairment in chronic kidney disease could further enhance the reference base, although this is not essential for acceptance.

	

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

	
Yes, the language quality is suitable for scholarly communication. The chapter is written in clear, formal, and professional English. Minor stylistic or grammatical refinements may be addressed during editorial copy-editing, but no major language revision is required.



	

	Optional/General comments

	
This is a well-structured and intellectually engaging chapter that addresses an important and clinically challenging topic. The authors successfully highlight paradoxical immune and regenerative responses in diabetic patients undergoing hemodialysis, offering a nuanced and integrative discussion. The chapter will be of interest to clinicians, researchers, and postgraduate students working in nephrology, endocrinology, and immunology.


	



	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 ethical issues were identified. The chapter is based on scientific literature and clinical considerations and does not raise concerns related to patient confidentiality or ethical misconduct.
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