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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 review provides an exceptionally rigorous and data-driven synthesis of AI's transformative role in sericulture, setting a new benchmark for scholarly discourse. Its quantification of performance metrics (e.g., 99% disease detection accuracy, 96-fold processing improvements) offers unprecedented empirical grounding for policymakers and practitioners. The critical analysis of ethical implications (nanotoxicity, data privacy) and infrastructure barriers elevates it beyond a technical survey to a strategic roadmap for sustainable digital transformation in global silk-producing regions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is precise and academically robust. It clearly denotes the scope (comprehensive review) and domain (AI in sericulture), aligning perfectly with the manuscript's depth. No revision needed.
	

	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 effectively summarizes key contributions but should: 1) Explicitly mention the 2015-2025 temporal scope highlighted in Section 1; 2) Include quantified sustainability impacts (e.g., "reduced pesticide use by 90%" from Section 6); 3) Briefly note critical research gaps (e.g., multimodal fusion, digital twins) identified in Section 8 to foreshadow the review's analytical depth.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, with exceptional rigor
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are timely (most are from 2023-2025) and breadth.
	

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


	Overall, the article is good and meets academic writing standards. However, there are minor grammatical errors and areas of lack of clarity. Professional editing is recommended.
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