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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 manuscript provides a comprehensive and integrative review of the reproductive biology of Antheraea assamensis, a species of high economic and cultural significance in the muga silk industry. It compiles recent advances in anatomy, endocrinology, seasonality, mating behaviour, and seed technology, filling a gap in literature where previous works were fragmented. The synthesis presented here offers both scientific insights and practical recommendations for improving , reproductive efficiency, and climate resilience in sericulture.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	YES , suitable 
	

	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 summary is generally comprehensive and informative. It can be improved by: (1) reducing details and focusing on the main results; (2) including specific quantitative results from key studies (e.g., percentage improvements in fertility); (3) ensuring the use of standardized terminology, mentioning the full names of hormones upon first reference followed by their abbreviations.
Delete the images in the introduction
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	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	YES
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. The references are sufficient, relevant, and include both classic works and recent studies (up to 2025). 
	

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

	Yes. The language is generally appropriate for scholarly publication. 
	

	Optional/General comments

	The research is valuable and well-structured, successfully integrating anatomical, physiological, and technological aspects, providing a roadmap for future research and its application in the rearing of the muga silk worm. With some minor editorial adjustments, the research manuscript is suitable for publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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