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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 is of significant importance to the scientific community as it provides critical insights into the impact of seasonal variations on silk reeling performance a key factor influencing the productivity and economic viability of the sericulture industry.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title "Impact of Seasonal Variations on Filament Length and Non-Broken Filament Length in Relation to Silk Reeling Performance" is informative and relevant to the 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.


	Your abstract is well-structured and informative but it can be slightly improved for clarity, comprehensiveness and impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Your manuscript appears to be scientifically sound as it follows a logical structure and discusses relevant parameters affecting silk reeling performance.
	

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

	

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


	Your manuscript is mostly well-written and uses appropriate scientific terminology but there are areas where the English quality can be improved for better readability, clarity and scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is scientifically valid and well-structured but requires refinements for better clarity and academic rigor. The introduction should clearly highlight the research gap and significance. The methodology needs more details on sample size, data collection and statistical analysis to improve reproducibility. Including quantitative results (e.g., percentage reductions in filament length) and relevant statistical tests would strengthen the findings.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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