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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 presents a well-structured and comprehensive study evaluating new bivoltine double hybrids of Bombyx mori for reeling performance and raw silk quality under field conditions. Which are crucial for commercial silk production. The manuscript is well-organized and covers all the essential aspects of sericulture rearing in field and laboratory conditions.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract of the article is comprehensive.

However, there are a few suggestions to improve clarity, conciseness, and structure;
Avoid mixing too many details in the abstract, and the experimental scope should be clarify.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, overall, the manuscript appears to be scientifically correct.
However, there are a few points to strengthen the scientific rigor, clarity, and reliability of the manuscript;

Statistical Validity is not presented the paper: The DMRT was used, p-values or levels of significance are not mentioned in the tables or results.

The Table and Figure are mentioned but not provided. Also, proper labelling and referencing of all figures/tables must be ensured in the manuscript.

Some statements in the discussion, particularly those suggesting molecular or biochemical mechanisms (e.g., fibroin/sericin expression), may be speculative and should be cautiously worded unless supported by additional data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the manuscript are largely relevant and adequately support the background, materials and methods, and discussion. In methodology specify the formula for various parameters. Cite a reference for the same.

	

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


	The manuscript is clear, but there are some grammar errors and long or repetitive sentences. The language can be improved with simple editing to enhance clarity and flow. A basic language check is recommended before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The references are not as per the format of journal. Revise all references in the list as per author guidelines (Journal of Advances in Biology & Biotechnology).
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