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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 is significant for the scientific community as it sheds light on the often-overlooked contributions of rural women in sericulture, a critical yet under-researched sector within agricultural livelihoods. By applying Garrett’s ranking technique, the study offers a quantitative assessment of both the involvement and challenges faced by women, providing valuable empirical evidence for policymakers, researchers, and development practitioners. The age-wise analysis adds depth to understanding intergenerational participation, which can inform targeted training, ergonomic interventions, and youth engagement strategies. Overall, the findings contribute meaningfully to gender studies, rural development research, and the discourse on inclusive agricultural practices.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is clear, relevant, and appropriately reflects the core focus of the study by highlighting both the contributions and constraints of women in sericulture. It effectively captures the reader’s attention and sets accurate expectations about the research content.
	

	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 largely comprehensive and clearly outlines the objective, methodology, key findings, and implications of the study. It successfully communicates the scope of the research and the significance of the findings related to women’s participation in sericulture.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct in terms of its research design, data collection methods, and use of Garrett’s Ranking Technique for analysis. The methodology is appropriate for the study's objective, and the results are logically presented and interpreted with clarity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The current references are sufficient and appropriate, but the inclusion of a few recent and international studies would further enhance the manuscript’s academic depth and relevance.
	

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


	The language of the article is generally suitable for scholarly communication, with clear structure, logical flow, and appropriate use of technical terms. The manuscript effectively conveys its research objectives, methodology, and findings in an understandable manner.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript offers a valuable and timely contribution to the literature on gender, agriculture, and rural livelihoods by focusing on the underexplored area of women's participation in sericulture. The use of Garrett’s Ranking Technique adds methodological strength, allowing for a systematic prioritization of both contributions and constraints faced by women in the sector. The analysis is clear, data-driven, and supported by relevant literature.
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