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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 is research is required as a relation between intestinal microbiota, innate and acquired immune responses, and tissue regenerative capacity in hemodialysis patients with T2DM is less studied and it needs to be studied more. The relation has needs to be more evaluated and by evaluating novel the underexplored biomarkers such as NT-3 and VEGF-β alongside immune and microbiota profiles it gives a new insight to this pathophysiology. 
	

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

	Adding ‘Quantitative study’ in the title will be able to highlight the type of the study, only mentioning study looks quite vague in the title.
	

	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.

	Spelling of discussion to be corrected in point 5 

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate. The study design, selection of biomarkers, analytical methods, and interpretation of results are consistent with current scientific knowledge and supported by relevant literature. The conclusions are justified by the data presented and clearly acknowledge the exploratory nature and limitations of the study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	None, it’s very well 
	

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

	
Yes, it is.

	

	Optional/General comments
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	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)
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