The manuscript titled “Effect of sodium hyaluronate on antioxidant and anti-ageing in Caenorhabditis elegans” by Lin et al. demonstrates anti-ageing activity of sodium hyaluronate using C. elegans as a model organism. The authors measured different parameters that are considered as hallmarks of ageing and showed how sodium hyaluronate has a dose-dependent effect in lowering/delaying ageing. The specific comments are listed below:
1. The biggest drawback of the manuscript is the poor quality of English. There are innumerable grammatical errors, sentences with no meaning and incomplete sentences. This reduces the enthusiasm of the reviewer (and the readers)! This needs to be corrected and the manuscript needs to be checked/formatted preferably by native English speaker.
2. A reasonably big list of compounds that extend C. elegans lifespan already exists. Sodium hyaluronate could just be an addition to that list but the manuscript doesn’t increase our understanding of how sodium hyaluronate is (if at all) different from other compounds and whether there is any specificity. The ‘specificity’ in this case is extremely important and I don’t find any effort to show that in the manuscript.
3. In multiple places, figure reference is missing (e.g., line 246, line 229, line 264 etc.)!
4. In majority of figures, the number of times each experiment was performed (usually represented as ‘n’) is missing.
5. In the text, figure 1c is described before figure 1b.
6. Line 159: Supplementary figure reference is missing.
7. For fig 1b and 1c, figure legends are not matching the figures and text.
8. For the lipofuscin experiment, the proper experiment would be to first show that lipofuscin increases with age by comparing its level in younger and older control animals and then show that this increase is not observed/less observed in presence of sodium hyaluronate. 
9. Line 227: It should be ‘heat shock’.
10. Fig. 5. Figure legend is incomplete. What ‘a’, ‘b’, ‘c’ etc. means on top of the bar graphs? 
