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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.


	The manuscript does have substantial experimental data on trial on hybrids of silk worm in a sub-temperate condition of Poonch district of Jammu and Kashmir.
This may have significant impact on introduction on new silkworm hybrids in the area
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is good
	

	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 is good
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes it is, but need substantial improvement.
The authors mentioned ANOVA and I do find some grouping done. The Authors can mention whether they have used Turkey’s or Duncan for the grouping and the sample size is 10 and may not follow Normal distribution.

A box plot would better represent the data. 
FC1XFC2 and FC2XFC1 are silkworm crosses: However the parental lines could be mentioned, unless there are patents with respect to the research.

The conclusion states the following: 

This is because FC1×FC2is a bivoltine double hybrid race which exhibit vigor, resulting in higher silk production, better disease resistance, seed crop performance and higher seed recovery and has better crop stability as a result of genetic diversity inherited from both parent races i.e. FC1 and FC2

I question whether the authors have assessed better disease resistance and the other parameters mentioned for the hybrids to come with such a conclusion. Hybrids may not always necessarily show phenotypes of parents.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The discussion is short and concludes with larval weight only; whereas other characteristics have also been assessed and merely been represented.
The discussions should be improved 

Rahmathulla et al. (2005); Rahmathulla et al. (2002 and 2005), Craiciu (2011); Cui and Hiratsuka (2019).   Are mentioned in discussion section but not listed in bibliography

Most of the papers mentioned in the list of references are not mentioned in text and that is a gross mistake, and I think the authors showed a lack of seriousness.

The list of reference is completely erroneous… 

	

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


	The language is good
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper can be accepted following substantial improvement of presentation of the results and improvement of the discussion.
The references have to be verified as well, and the author should ensure all references are properly listed.
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