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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.
	Manuscript is important in VANYA (Non-mulberry) SERICULTURE for ericulture improvement especially tribal community of North Eastern region where Assam contributed around 90% of total production. Gut micro- biota is an important topic for improvement of productivity through management of silkworm diseases. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title of the article is not suitable and an alternate title is proposed:  Characterization of Gut Micro biota in Eri Silkworm (Samia ricini) using 16SrRNA Gene Sequencing: An essential symbiotic roles that enhance silk productivity in the eri culture in….. (Area like Assam etc.)
	

	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 findings suggest that these microbial taxa ‘may’ enhance nutrient assimilation, promote gut health, and contribute to silk biosynthesis. The word should be replaced with suitable word with positive attitude like definitely, observe etc.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There is a lack of reference in DISCUSSION part. Some recent references should be added to substantiate the author’s view with others work in this line in both ways: Positive or negative if any.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Language is okay but some of the sentences should be rewrite especially Abstract and Conclusion
	

	Optional/General comments


	Abstract and Conclusion to be re-written

Some reference to be added in DISCUSSION part  
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	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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