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	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.


	The results may be applied in improving management of the silk production under different climatic conditions. The experiments were properly conducted and results properly analysed statistically. The main problem of this paper is carless presentation of these results and numerous technical errors and inconsistences       
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is a bit cumbersome. I would suggest to rephrase it:

‘Effect of climate factors on the growth and development of silkworm in West Bengal’ 
 
	

	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 abstract should also include the most important values obtained  
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	All the values should be rounded up to one decimal, e.g. 3.4 m instead of 3. 789 m, both in the tables and in the text
	

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

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


	English requires attention. Some sentences need to be rephrased. The use of upper letter is incorrect in many places  
	

	Optional/General comments


	‘Introduction’ section is too long; shortly review the appropriate literature, without giving so many details. Clearly state the goals/hypothesis of the research 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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