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	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 provides relevant insights into how environmental parameters and technological interventions influence silkworm physiology and cocoon quality. The topic is timely and highly relevant to sustainable sericulture. The integration of environmental science, insect physiology, and applied technology benefits researchers, extension agents, and producers. The review contributes to the modernization of sericulture in diverse climatic contexts.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable. Optional improvement: “Environmental determinants and technological strategies to optimize silkworm growth and cocoon production.”

	

	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.


	Well structured; however, numerical values or specific ranges would increase precision. Clarify selection criteria for reviewed literature and highlight main comparative findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, well referenced, and conceptually robust. However, structural improvements are needed, including synthesis of overly long sections, expansion of the photoperiod discussion, addition of tables/figures, and consolidation of limitations and future directions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Appropriate and recent, but should include foundational classical works (e.g., Horie, Akai, Tazima). Some formatting inconsistencies require revision.
	

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


	Language is adequate for scholarly communication; minor grammatical and structural refinements are recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript has strong potential but requires major revision to enhance clarity, structure, and scientific depth. Including tables, classical references, expanded discussion, and clearer synthesis will significantly improve the work.
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No, This manuscript isn't there ethical issues.
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