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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 study provides essential information on the performance of the bivoltine silkworm, B. mori (C004), reared under different agroclimatic conditions in Manipur, India. The results can be used to guide sericulture practices. The study is particularly relevant for smallholder farmers and regional silk production strategies, as it identifies environmental factors that influence silkworm performance.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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 clearly states the study's objective and summarizes the methods and main results. However, it lacks an initial contextualization and does not explicitly present the scientific problem or knowledge gap.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Many points need revision; there is much repeated information and sentences. It is recommended to use the full name only in the first mention and the abbreviation B. mori in all subsequent references. The manuscript cites multiple silkworm species without including the taxonomic authority for each species. Some tables and figures are not mentioned in the text and should be presented immediately after their first mention. I recommend improving the discussion of the results. I recommend comparing the most important results with data from other studies conducted under similar conditions. Show, for example, the differences observed between Wangkhei and Sanjenbam in relation to the literature. Some statements lack supporting references. The conclusion could be improved; it should clearly state the "main message." What is the central message of your work? (Rely only on your data).
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	Yes. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jtherbio.2010.08.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jtherbio.2022.103353
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodres.2022.111679
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No

	


Reviewer details:

Ricardo da Silva Carvalho, Brazil

