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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.


	This manuscript provides useful information on how Bt affects Bombyx mori, which is an important non-target insect in agriculture. This works show that dose-dependent effects of Bt on B. mori survival, development, cocoon production, and LC₅₀ value. These results are important for understanding the potential risks of Bt use near sericulture areas. In summary, this work helps to understand and evaluate the safety of microbial pesticides and pest management practices.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable, but it can be improved to be clearer and match the results of this study.
	

	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 clear and includes the main aim, methods, and key results of the study. 

It clearly demonstrates that the dose-dependent toxicity of Bt to B. mori as a non-target organism. A short sentence on the environmental risk assessment should be added to complete the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes it is, the manuscript is scientifically correct. 

The experimental design, data analysis, and interpretation of the results are appropriate. 

The conclusions are supported by the results presented in the manuscript.
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	Yes they are, the references are sufficient and include recent studies relevant to this research topic.
	

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


	Yes it is, the language and English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communication.

 The text is generally clear and easy to understand. 
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