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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.


	The draft of article presents the fist molecular evidence of SBV in Indian bee colonies, particularly in Kerala. This manuscript provides a significant contribution to several fields in biological and related study, such as genetics, entomology, and epidemiology of viral infection. It addresses the knowledge gap in the molecular characterization of SBV, which previously not documented, especially in this region. This finding has implication for better understanding of the comprehensive study of SBV, which could potentially beneficial for future management strategies in honey bee cultivation in Kerala. Furthermore, the study highlights the need for advanced molecular techniques in identifying bee diseases, which is critical point for sustainability of apiculture in this region.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear and appropriately reflets the content of the study. If you require the suggestion, you can emphasize the geographical location more explicit, such “Fist Molecular Evidence of Sacbrood Virus in Apis cerana indica in Kerala, India”
	

	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 section provides a comprehensive summary of the study. It is sufficient to describes whole parts of manuscript. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically robust, with appropriate use of molecular techniques to characterize the SBV strain in Kerala. However, it could be more powerful if author elaborate criteria of using purposing sampling and add more discussion on the lack of amplification in some isolates.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript are mostly adequate and relevant to the study. However, additional references on SBV prevalence and molecular diagnostics in other parts of India or Asia could enrich the background section.

	

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


	The language quality of the manuscript is generally suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is clear and free from significant grammatical errors, making the manuscript easy to follow. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No, there is no ethical issue in this manuscript.
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