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	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.


	Evaluating the compatibility of Bacillus thuringiensis var. kurstaki with chemical insecticides is essential for enhancing the effectiveness of integrated pest management (IPM) approaches. The present study offers key information for selecting insecticides that can be used alongside Bt without affecting its viability or biological control potential. Ensuring such compatibility helps maintain the persistence of microbial agents, lowers dependence on conventional pesticides, and supports eco-friendly pest control practices. Additionally, recognizing insecticides that are compatible or synergistic with Bt can aid in developing more efficient pest management strategies that achieve better control while preserving environmental sustainability.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title 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.


	The abstract is comprehensive.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically sound.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	More reference should be added related to similar research work so that it could be easy to interpret the results.
	

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


	Yes, suitable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Please verify the usage of ‘cfu’ throughout the text to ensure it is consistently presented in the appropriate case, whether sentence case or lowercase.

2. Are the cfu/ml values presented actual viable colony counts post-treatment, or are they mean values from replicates? How were they standardized?

3. What could be the possible reason behind the inhibitory effect of Bt?

4. What were the environmental or incubation conditions during the assay (for example pH, temperature)? Can these influence Bt viability and interaction with insecticides.
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