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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.


	This manuscript highlights how IoT and image processing can modernize sericulture by improving silkworm monitoring, egg counting, cocoon quality assessment and disease detection. It provides the scientific community with a consolidated review that bridges traditional practices and emerging digital technologies, offering insights for sustainable and efficient silk production.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suitable, but could have been written better like “Smart Sericulture Using IoT and Image Processing”
	

	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 does not justify what exactly the author wants to convey, the sentences are not clear, they form a unclear paragraph, just joining two-three different aspects into one. 
A review abstract should say what gaps exist, what challenges remain, and why this review is important. This is missing, which should have been the prime motivation for writing research paper. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientifically its correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Could have been more thorough recent reviews
	

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


	No, lots of grammatical flow is choppy making it look like bullet points than a smooth abstract.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript covers an interesting and relevant topic by linking modern digital technologies such as IoT and image processing with sericulture, which is of great importance to sustainable agriculture and rural livelihoods. However, much of the content explains basic concepts of IoT, Arduino and sensors, while very little space is dedicated to analyzing how these technologies have been applied in sericulture, what results were achieved, or how different studies compare with each other.
1. The article explains the basics of IoT and sensors giving explanation like in textbook but gives very little critical analysis of existing works.

2. Too little focus is given to performance results, accuracy and field-level validation.

3. The article should add a section on challenges like cost, adoption, training and future directions (AI, 5G, mobile apps for sericulture).

4. Important comparative tables are made and it hard to see what past researchers have done in one place.

5. Language is repetitive and needs polishing—currently it reads like lecture notes rather than a review paper.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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