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1.  CRITERIA FOR JUDGEMENT (Mark "Yes" or "No"). 

          

            General statements

           

What is this work about? Identifies In silico B-cell and T-cell peptide vaccine candidates from S. Mutans glucosyltransferase D (GtfD) protein structure:
Does it add any value to current knowledge? Yes           
Is it innovative? Yes
Yes/No answers.

Is the work scientifically sound?  Y
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Are the conclusions justified on the evidence presented? Y
Is the work free of major errors in fact, logic or technique? Y
Is the paper clearly and concisely written? Y
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Note to editors> This work was submitted for review after major re-formatting of Figures and Tables which were not suitable for publication in this journal

Reviewers Report: This work is very useful in that it provides theoretical In silico information for future control of dental caries a major worldwide human a veterinary affliction. The authors have carefully mapped locations in key enzymatic component, GtfD of S Mutans a major inducer of Caries which may be relevant for the production of antibodies. This work needs to lead to In vitro tests to verify the findings for In Vivo tests.  The work is well written and throughough. Return to authors for verification of data. Accept with those minor changes
