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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.


	This manuscript highlights the bioactive potential of Nasutitermes termite mucus as an innovative dental biomaterial. It valorizes a sustainable natural resource while integrating traditional knowledge with modern scientific research. This study opens new perspectives for the design of ecological and biocompatible materials in dentistry.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	yes
	

	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 article abstract is generally comprehensive and well-structured. It clearly presents the context, objectives, methodology, results, and future directions of the work. However, it could be further improved by briefly specifying:

The main experimental methods used (e.g., chemical analyses, antimicrobial tests).

The key numerical results or major observations that support the potential of mucus.

The practical scope or applications envisaged in the short term.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	yes
	

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

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	Text organization: The discussion is very long and dense; it would be helpful to structure the content into clear subsections (e.g., "biochemical properties," "dental applications," "ecological and traditional implications") to improve readability.

Tables and figures: Table 1 mentioned in the article is not well organized and should be revised to better summarize the key data. Additional figures or explanatory diagrams could help visualize the complexity of the information.

Methodological precision: Some sections could benefit from more detail on the experimental protocols, particularly the chemical and biological analyses, to enhance reproducibility.

Synthesis and conciseness: Some sentences are long and repetitive. A more concise reformulation would help highlight the key points.

Perspectives and limitations: Although the potential applications are detailed, it would be relevant to clearly state the current limitations of the study and the steps required before clinical or industrial application.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)
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