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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 (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 importance of this article lies in the search for new alternatives for insect pest management, resuming the use of entomopathogenic fungi as an environmentally sustainable alternative. The study itself proposes exploring the use of encapsulating agents such as chitosan and lignosulphonate at different concentrations to determine whether they are viable as protectors of B. bassiana conidia and thus generate stable formulations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is considered appropriate for the article.
	

	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 contains 225 words, which is considered adequate on average for an abstract, and addresses key aspects for understanding the article.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically correct, in that sense, it presents an adequate methodology to fulfill the proposed objective.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate and recent. For a scientific article, up to 40 references are generally considered; in this case, the article is not as extensive in that sense.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language seems appropriate for such communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Authors are encouraged to expand their literature review to expand or broaden the discussion of their results.

It is also recommended that you review the format of your references. There are some formatting errors, remembering that scientific names should be italicized.

The following references are incomplete:
Ahmad, M. F., Ahmad, F. A., Alsayegh, A. A., Zeyaullah, M., AlShahrani, A. M., Muzammil, K., ... & Hussain, S. (2024). Pesticides impacts on human health and the environment with their mechanisms of action and possible countermeasures. Heliyon.
Kulu, I. P., Abadi, A. L., Afandhi, A., & Nooraidawati, N. (2015). Morphological and molecular identification of B. bassiana as entomopathogen agent from Central Kalimantan peatland, Indonesia
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

Not apply
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