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	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 work done here is critical for the academic community; especially for those studying sericulture, entomology, and integrated pest management. The findings are valuable in assessing diafenthiuron 50% WP's impact on the reproductive attributes of Bombyx mori, which is essential for achieving sustainable silk production. In addition, determining the post-spray safety period and its consequences on parental breeds,  this work provides valuable information on the application of pesticides on mulberry trees. The findings help to formulate safer pest control measures which are bearable to silkworms and at the same time ensure optimum production of cocoons and silk of good grade. This work also serves as a good foundation for studies intended for developing other methods of pest control which ensure productivity while safeguarding the environment in the industry of sericulture.
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	The title is informative, but its structure is too loose. The following should help improve it:  

“Impact of Diafenthiuron 50% WP-Sprayed Mulberry Leaves on Bombyx mori Reproduction”  

“Evaluating the Reproductive Effects of Diafenthiuron 50% WP on Bombyx mori” 

“Safety Assessment of Diafenthiuron 50% WP on the Reproductive Traits of Bombyx mori”  

These changes make it clearer and easier to read.
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	The abstract is informative but can be made more succinct.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound, as it follows a structured research approach, includes relevant background information, and presents quantitative results.
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	The references cited are not much recent. Many more recent references can be added.

	

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


	The language of the manuscript is generally clear and conveys the research effectively, but it could be improved for better readability, precision, and scholarly tone.
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