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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 addresses an important aspect of sericulture research by evaluating the effects of nutritional supplementation using soy protein and Spirulina on the growth and cocoon productivity of Bombyx mori. Nutritional fortification of mulberry leaves is a practical and cost-effective strategy to enhance silkworm performance and silk yield, particularly for small-scale sericulturists. The comparative assessment of plant-based protein and micro algal supplementation provides useful insights into optimizing silkworm diets. The findings are relevant for improving productivity and sustainability in sericulture practices.

	

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

	Yes, the title is appropriate and accurately reflects the content and objectives of the study.
Minor refinemen):
“Comparative Effects of Soy Protein and Spirulina Supplementation on Growth and Cocoon Productivity of Bombyx mori”

	

	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 objective and summarizes the main findings of the study. However, it can be improved for clarity and completeness.
Suggestions:
· Mention the number of larvae and replicates used.
· Clearly indicate the experimental duration.
· Briefly state the statistical significance of the results.
Reduce repetition and improve sentence flow.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, and the experimental approach is appropriate for evaluating dietary effects on silkworm growth and cocoon traits. Rearing conditions, supplementation methods, and measured parameters are relevant and correctly chosen.
However, the following points need attention:
· Statistical methods are not clearly described (e.g., type of test used, significance level).
· Results are presented mainly as mean ± SD without explicit statistical comparison among treatments.
· The Results and Discussion sections contain considerable repetition and should be streamlined.
Overall, the study is scientifically valid but requires clearer statistical justification and improved presentation.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Reference list is adequate and relevant to the topic. Both classical and recent studies on silkworm nutrition and Spirulina supplementation are included.
Suggestions:
· Include a few more recent studies (last 3–5 years) on microalgae-based supplements in sericulture, if available.
Ensure uniform formatting of references according to journal guidelines.
	

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

	The manuscript is understandable but requires major language editing.
Issues noted:
· Long and repetitive paragraphs, particularly in the Results and Discussion.
· Grammatical errors and inconsistent tense usage.
· Some sentences lack clarity and conciseness.
Recommendation:
Professional English language editing is strongly recommended.

	

	Optional/General comments

	Optional / General Comments
· Tables are informative but should clearly indicate statistical significance using superscripts or symbols.
· Figures are referenced in the text, but captions and explanations should be improved.
· The discussion should focus more on interpretation and comparison with earlier studies, rather than repeating results.
· The conclusion section should be more concise and highlight practical implications for sericulture.
Major Revision
The manuscript is scientifically sound but requires significant improvement in statistical analysis, language quality, and organization before acceptance. The manuscript presents useful experimental data on dietary supplementation in Bombyx mori and is relevant to the scope of the journal. However, major revisions are necessary to improve statistical clarity, reduce repetition, enhance language quality, and strengthen discussion. After satisfactory revision, the manuscript may be reconsidered for publication.
	



	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? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
No ethical issues are identified. The study involves insects and follows standard sericulture rearing practices.
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