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	PART  1: Comments

	
	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.
	An ethical, economical, and sustainable drug discovery model that lessens reliance on vertebrate systems is the silkworm (Bombyx mori). It is pertinent for pharmacokinetic and pharmacodynamic assessments due to its metabolic mechanisms, genetic resemblances, and disease models. Additionally, it improves research scalability and forecast accuracy.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	“Silkworm (Bombyx mori) as an Alternative Invertebrate Model for Drug Screening and Pharmacokinetic Studies: Current Insights and Future Prospects”
is suitable because it is clear, specific, and reflects both the content and scope of the review. It highlights the organism (Bombyx mori), its role as an alternative model, the application areas (drug screening and pharmacokinetics), and the focus on insights and prospects.
	

	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.
	Although the abstract is thorough and organized, it might be clarified by shortening it a little. I recommend:Keep: significant applications (antimicrobial, diabetes, metabolic disorders), future prospects (AI, omics, high-throughput), and key advantages (ethical, economical, genetic similarity, metabolic pathways).Mention pharmacodynamic research and more comprehensive disease modeling in passing.Eliminate or condense: extensive descriptions of difficulties and repetitious words (e.g., simplify adaptive immunity and metabolism differences into one sentence).In this manner, the abstract will be more succinct and balanced while still being informative.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the work is accurate from a scientific standpoint and has solid references. In addition to outlining potential future developments, it provides an accurate explanation of the benefits, uses, and drawbacks of silkworms (Bombyx mori) in drug screening and pharmacokinetic research. All things considered, it is balanced, factually accurate, and in line with contemporary developments in biomedical research.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and mostly recent (2015–2025), covering key areas of silkworm applications, genetics, and pharmacology. However, adding a few more on comparative invertebrate models
	

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

	Optional/General comments
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
	No, there are no ethical issues in this manuscript.
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