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	The review also identifies future research directions, including polyamine metabolism, dose optimization, and synergistic use with other biostimulants.
Supplementation with optimal concentrations of spermidine and spermine has been shown to promote larval growth, increase silk gland and cocoon weight, upregulate fibroin gene expression, and improve egg production and hatchability

It was found that spermidine treatment resulted in an increase in fiber diameter and elongation at break, with a concomitant decrease in denier, breaking strength, and moisture regain, while tenacity remained largely unaffected

polyamines offer a cost-effective and biologically sound strategy.

molecular pathways regulated by spermidine also opens avenues for genetic or biochemical manipulation aimed at improving silkworm productivity.

dietary administration of spermidine significantly improved both the mechanical and structural properties of silk fibers, resulting in higher tensile strength and better elasticity without compromising the fibroin-to-sericin ratio.
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	In my opinion, the title is in accordance with what is discussed in the manuscript, but it would be more appropriate if ECONOMIC POTENTIALS was changed to industrial prospects because the manuscript does not discuss much about the economic analysis aspect.
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	The results of future prospect and industrial prospect studies need to be added as main aspects in the study. Most of the abstracts only report on biological aspects and previous research.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This research is scientific and based on scientific studies that provide the background for this theme. It is important to note the use of the latest literature (updates) because most of the literature is from 2015 and 2016. I am afraid that the latest studies have reported different results.
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	most of the literature is from 2015 and 2016. I am afraid that the latest studies have reported different results. There are some from 2007 and some from 1956. Use the latest literature.
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	The language quality is quite communicative and able to explain the topic being discussed
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