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	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 review paper is very much importance for detection of pebrine disease but is should be re-written thoroughly as per suggestion with reference to Manuscript in 4th Paragraph.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Rapid Pebrine Detection in Sericulture: Unveiling the Potential of Nucleic acid Lateral Flow Assay Strips- Review Article. 
The title is not at all suitable. Suitable alternate title may be: ‘Review Article: Pebrine Detection Test through Lateral Flow Assay Strip.


	

	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, it require more work with proper justification with others work and corroborate his work is more suitable in Industrial point of view. Why still Sericulture Industry follow ‘Mother Moth Examination’ ( Fuziwara 1984) though it is  laborious, time-consuming etc. with proper reason. Abstract to be re-written with proper justification of his work.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	As it is a ‘Review Article’ so it should incorporated with voluminous work of eminent scientists. The Author review only one detection test but it should through review all the detection test along with recent one  i.e., Lateral Flow Assay Strips which is more suitable as per Author. But Author has not considered the pioneer work of well-known scientist work and review article especially Takeshi Kawarabata (2003) for various diagnostic techniques. Author should study in detail how to write review paper. So, author should write a voluminous review paper where he may write any method as per his choice with scientific justification and also reason for suitability or novelty.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No, it require more references with proper justification with others work and corroborate his work is more suitable in Industrial point of view. 
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	It should be improved as per Review Article of Peer Review Journal
	

	Optional/General comments


	Manuscript to re-written with through study of others work as suggested in previous paragraph. 
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