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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 (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 research reveals the challenges faced by indigenous sericulture farmers in the Kokrajhar district of Assam, and the techniques adopted for these farmers to overcome these challenges. The adoption of these techniques highlights to researchers and policy makers, as well, the need to deepen knowledge about these sustainable sericulture practices to increase quality and productivity. By promoting them and exploring new ways for innovation, sericulture can continue to play a key role in the rural economy and cultural heritage of northeast India.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I think perhaps “adaptive” to local conditions and resources would be better. However, I see the possibility of future research looking into how effective these techniques are and their applicability to more farmers.


	

	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.


	I think its ok. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.


	This research functions as a descriptive data survey of the activity of ericulture by local farmers, their challenges and adaptive solutions. As there is no hypothesis testing or statistical treatment of the data, there is no better way to describe it than “qualitative research” of this economic activity by native peoples. This does not invalidate the data found and subsequent conclusions, once it is much more focused on the human sciences.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	In general terms I think it is ok. I believe that to make the manuscript better there are some phrases that need to be referenced throughout the work (central points of the work). These are phrases that would need better scientific support to be more credible.

	

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


	In general lines, I think its ok. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Review spacing between words and sentences throughout the paper and references. 

Words cut off on the x-axis figure 7. 

Redundant sentences in the last paragraph on page 7. 

Very long paragraph on page 8 (split). 

Perhaps revise the term correlation in the same paragraph (no actual correlation is made/performed). 

It would be important to cite the source of the photographs used in the work.
My recommendation is to accept by correcting the notes.


	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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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