
	Name:
	UTTAR PRADESH JOURNAL OF ZOOLOGY

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_UPJOZ_5169

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Impact Of Feeding Abamectin 1.9 % Ec Sprayed Mulberry Leaves On Cocoon And Filament Traits In Silkworm, Bombyx mori L.

	Type of the Article
	


	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 manuscript represents a significant contribution to the scientific community as it combines aspects of plant protection and environmentally safe silkworm rearing. The obtained results allow for the determination of a safe interval for the use of chemical pesticides in sericulture without compromising cocoon quality. The study has practical relevance for both farmers and researchers working to improve the efficiency and sustainability of silk production. Moreover, it contributes to the development of practical guidelines for integrated pest management in mulberry cultivation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title).
	I believe that the title of the article fully reflects its content and does not require any further clarification or reformulation.
	

	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.
	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive. It clearly outlines the relevance of the research, the problem statement, and the main results of the study. However, I consider it appropriate to supplement it with additional information, taking into account the suggestions provided in the general comments section.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The reviewed manuscript has a clear and coherent structure that effectively presents all aspects of the research.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	In my opinion, the list of references is not sufficient — there are only 16 sources, 4 of which are over 25 years old, which is acceptable, but it would be more appropriate to include more up-to-date sources, especially in the introduction. That section could be used to elaborate on the relevance of the study with references to related recent research. For example:
1. Stanley, J., & Preetha, G. (2016). Pesticide toxicity to silkworms: exposure, toxicity and risk assessment methodologies. In Pesticide Toxicity to Non-target Organisms: Exposure, Toxicity and Risk Assessment Methodologies (pp. 229-275). Dordrecht: Springer Netherlands. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-94-017-7752-0_4
2. Kenchappa, N. M., Vinoda, K. S., Banuprakash, K. G., Noor Mahammed, N. R., & Murali Mohan, K. (2024). Assessing the Impact of Abamectin and Diafenthiuron on Silkworm Larval Growth and Survival. Asian Research Journal of Agriculture, 17(2), 424-436. https://doi.org/10.9734/arja/2024/v17i2464
3. Kordy, A. M. (2014). Residual effect of certain pesticides on the mulberry silkworm (Bombyx mori L.). Middle East Journal of Applied Sciences, 4(3), 711-717. 
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	In my opinion, the English language used in the article is of a sufficiently high standard. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. I suggest expanding the Introduction by increasing the number of citations to recent sources and placing greater emphasis on the relevance of the topic and related studies. This would enhance the manuscript by providing the reader with a more thorough context for the research. It would also be appropriate to mention not only the benefits of using abamectin, but also potential risks, such as those associated with improper application.

2. In the "Materials and Methods" section, I recommend more clearly defining the criteria for "control plots" and "experimental plots" from which mulberry leaves were collected for feeding silkworm larvae of different ages.

3. I propose that the data presented in Tables 2, 3, and 4 be additionally illustrated with graphs, charts, or other visual representations (as deemed appropriate by the authors). This would significantly improve the readability and interpretation of the research results.

4. It would be advisable to expand the Conclusion section from the current two sentences to a full paragraph that thoroughly summarizes the main methodological aspects of the study, their effectiveness, recommendations for further studies to verify the current results, guidelines for the use of abamectin, and potential contraindications (if identified – which may also be informed by related studies, and could in turn enhance the reference list).

Overall, I consider this manuscript worthy of attention and recommend it for publication.
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	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 details)
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