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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 present study provides a deep knowledge about how the pathogens such as S. aureus and B. thuringiensis causes a Flacherie, a contagious disease and it impacts on productivity in sericulture. The study also reveals that how control measures can be taken to control the pathogens thus preventing the transmission of Flacherie. The study shows a relationship between proteins and protease activity in silkworm haemolymph during pathogen infection and explores the potential of silkworm pupal chitosan as a control measure.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. Title of the article is suitable
	

	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.


	Yes. Abstract is comprehensive
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes Manuscript is scientifically correct.
	

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

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


	Language used in the manuscript is suitable for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. In Introduction in most of the places space should be provided in between the words.

2. In methodology mention 100 CFU/mL properly.

3. In Result and Discussion instead of mentioning Tables 1, Tables 2 they can mentioned as Table 1A-H and Table 2A-H.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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