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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.


	With increasing climatic fluctuations affecting silk production globally, the review provides comprehensive insights into heat shock proteins, antioxidant responses, signalling pathways and epigenetic mechanisms.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is concise and suitable for a scientific review.
	

	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 is well written and informative. It summarizes key findings and provides an overview of molecular strategies related to climate stress adaptation in silkworms. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and  structured. The review is based on up-to-date and peer-reviewed literature. Tables and figures illustrate key concepts such as expression of heat shock proteins and antioxidant mechanisms. Minor grammatical polishing and uniformity in referencing style would further enhance the quality.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are extensive, relevant and mostly recent (2020–2025).
	

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


	The manuscript demonstrates good command of English and scholarly presentation. A few typographical and syntactic errors can be corrected during copyediting. Overall readability and flow are satisfactory.
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