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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 MS deals with alternative management measures for bacterial flacherie in sericulture. It delas with botanicals to treat bacterial pathogen of silkworm. The MS also depicts the identification of bioactive compounds by HPLC.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title is appropriate. However, Solanum trilobatum is misspelled as Sollanum trilobatum
	

	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.

	No. The abstract presents the study’s aim, methodology, and key findings, but it lacks clarity and has several grammatical issues.
Correct typographical errors; Clearly mention which extract (aqueous/methanolic/ethanolic) had the highest activity; Add a sentence on HPLC findings; Improve the structure
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	There are several methodological flaws
  No controls in the experiments (positive/negative)
  No statistical analysis
  More details on extract preparation and treatment application are required
  Interpret dose-response relationships
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No. Include more recent studies
	

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

	The MS is very poorly written with lots of grammatical errors and is very difficult to read and comprehend. It also has numerous spelling and formatting errors. Substantial language corrections are required to meet the standards of journal.

	

	Optional/General comments

	The MS requires significant improvements in methodology, statistical analysis, language, and data presentation
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 detail)
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