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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 findings clearly demonstrate that seasonal variation significantly affects fecundity, hatchability, larval growth, cocoon weight, and shell weight, identifying summer as the most favorable season for optimal productivity. This information is particularly relevant for improving rearing strategies, optimizing crop scheduling, and enhancing silk yield under varying environmental conditions.

The comparative analysis between valley and hill ecosystems advances our understanding of how microclimatic differences influence sericultural performance, thereby supporting climate-adaptive management approaches. Overall, the manuscript holds practical and scientific importance for sericulture researchers, extension specialists, and policymakers aiming to strengthen sustainable silk production in North-East India and similar agro-ecological regions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is suitable and scientifically acceptable.
	

	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.


	Yes The abstract is generally comprehensive and informative
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	the study is scientifically valid, several aspects require refinement to strengthen rigor, clarity, and precision. The manuscript is generally scientifically sound and methodologically acceptable. The study design, measured parameters, statistical analyses, and interpretation of results are largely consistent with established sericultural research practices. The objectives are clear, the experimental setup is logical, and the results are supported by statistical testing (t-test and one-way ANOVA).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	large portion of the cited literature is older than 10 years (e.g., from the 1990s–2010s)
	

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


	The manuscript is understandable and technically readable, but the English quality is moderate and requires professional revision before it is suitable for high-level scholarly publication. The scientific content is clear; however, grammar, sentence structure, repetition, and stylistic consistency need improvement.
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	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 details)
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