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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.


	This manuscript is important for the scientific community because it integrates nutritional ecology and stress physiology to explain how mulberry leaf quality and environmental factors jointly determine silk yield and quality in Bombyx mori. By linking leaf composition, digestion, microbiome interactions, and molecular stress responses, the study provides mechanistic insights into both resilience and productivity trade-offs. The review highlights practical interventions, including breeding, biotechnology, and farm-level management, offering a roadmap for stabilizing silk production under variable conditions..
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article fits the topic of the study.
	

	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.


	Тhe abstract of the manuscript is comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct as it synthesizes established evidence on the nutritional and stress-related factors influencing silk production in Bombyx mori. The review is logically structured, linking mulberry leaf composition, larval physiology, and stress responses to measurable outcomes in silk yield and quality. Its conclusions are consistent with current scientific understanding and provide a reliable framework for future sericulture research and applications.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The links are up-to-date and their number is adequate.
	

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


	Тhe quality of the article is suitable for scientific publications in English.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

Mirzakhodjaev Bakhtiyar Anvarovich, Scientific research institute of Sericulture, Uzbekistan

