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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 manuscript provides valuable insights into how the structural management of Som plantations, particularly plant height, directly affects leaf quality and in turn Muga silkworm growth and cocoon production. By identifying the optimal height, it offers a practical and scientifically grounded guideline that can significantly improve productivity in Muga sericulture. Generally, such type of findings can help researchers, agronomists, and sericulture practitioners to improve host plat management for sustainable and higher yielding Muga silk production in the future.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The given title for this article is suitable. You can also use the following title as an option (a minor modification)
The effect of Plant Height on Morpho-Physiological, and Biochemical parameters of Som (Persea bombycina Kost.): Implications for Muga Silkworm Rearing & Cocoon Traits
	

	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 good, but it lacks whether this finding has a significant difference between treatments or not. That means please express your result a scientific way of expression.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Except some minor comments the manuscript is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are recent. If you can, please add some additional relevant references particularly in the discussion part to elaborate this manuscript.
	

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


	Yes the language/English quality is suitable for the scientific community.
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	· There is incomplete plant height for the T4 in the materials and method: T4 (Wild/Un-pruned Tree):…………put it height here

· In the material and methods, please show as how the treatments are planted? Did you use plots or not? If not, how the treatment plants are planted? Please show a precise and scientifically procedures.
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