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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.


	· Chitosan was extracted from various species of crabs, fungi, insects etc. and its Antibacterial efficacies were studied by different authors but its extraction from beetle and its Antibacterial efficacies is not studied yet. This study will support antibacterial substances that are both safe and effective. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	· Suggestion: Suitable title of the article can be- 
Antibacterial properties of chitosan extracted from different species of Beetles. 
	

	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.


	1. Suggestion: Beetles’ species name used to extract chitosan in the present study should be mentioned in abstract.
2. Suggestion: concentration of chitosan value used against different bacteria in the present study should be mentioned in abstract.
3. Suggestion: name of bacteria used in the present study should be mentioned in abstract. 
4. Suggestion: zone of inhibition should be mentioned 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct.
1. Suggestion: short description of steps followed by the author to extract chitosan should be written in materials and methods section
2. Suggestion: confirmatory tests of chitosan should be done e.g: FTIR or XRD. Did author perform any of these tests? If yes. This should be mentioned in manuscript
3. Suggestion: “The chitosan was obtained from four six species of beetles by chemical extraction method, had degree of deacetylation as follows- Oryctus rhinoceros 69.54%, Lanelater species 69.37%, Anomala bengalensis 69.33% and Anomala varicolor 69.31%” this line should be written in result section not in materials and methods section. 
4. Suggestion: Author has mentioned four beetles in abstract section but in materials and methods section it is written four six species. Do the correction. 
5. Suggestion: presentation of universal units should be proper “20µg or 20ug” Do the correction.  
6. Suggestion: Author should write the result section in detail.   
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and recent. 

· Suggestion: References should be in proper and uniform format. 
	

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


	Suggestions: There are grammatical errors in the manuscript. It is suggested to check grammatical and spelling errors.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Suggestion: References should be checked for authenticity. 
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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 details)
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