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	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 applications of chitin and chitosan are varied in different fields, but chitin was obtained mostly from aquatic waste sources. Since a large percentage of these are found in their composition, finding an alternative source is opportune.

Additionally, this product obtained is more user-friendly in terms of metal concentration levels and allergenicity.

It is known that these compounds, chitin and chitosan, have many applications beyond those indicated. Their hygroscopic capacity allows them to maintain a necessary humidity level in agriculture for germination and seedling growth. Therefore, this research is believed to be important for the scientific community.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	A new horizon in chitosan research: a biopolymer derived from the silkworm and its applications

I believe this title fulfills the purpose of the research, which is to reveal a new path, another alternative source for obtaining these very useful compounds.
	

	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.


	In the summary, we find a brief introduction to the research, the methodology, and in particular all or the most detailed procedures developed to obtain the results, the most relevant results, and the conclusions.

This summary needs to include these procedures, or at least name them, to understand how the results were obtained.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is considered that although statistical procedures were not applied or the results are not presented with their variance, it could be considered correct since we found comparisons of the source that was originally obtained, such as crustaceans, and the alternative sources found, explaining the different commercial forms and their different applications.
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	The references are considered adequate since there is a wide variety of years. It is recommended to use current ones, but often older ones contain information necessary to answer questions or methods that are still valid.
	

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


	The applied language is the technical one that is appropriate for this research.
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