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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.


	The manuscript provides the importance for the scientific community as it contributes valuable inputs into the adoption of sericulture in a significant northern region of the country. It fills an essential gap in understanding the barriers and positive factors in the sericulture sector. The results of the study revealed an evidence-based data for developing a targeted and effective extension program to rejuvinate silk production. This research also provides the connection between technology adoption, livelihood improvement, and sustainable rural development that is helpful to formulation of the strategy for the sector. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear but slightly awkward in phrasing. For better readability and academic point, following title can be  considered:

"Adoption of Sericulture Technologies Among Farmers in Poonch District: A Survey Study"
	

	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 provides good coverage of the subject, objectives, and findings, but it is highly dense and somewhat repetitive. It should be improved by refining clarity, emphasizing results, and tightening structure.

Authors must include quantitative details of the study, recommendations or solutions of the mentioned challenges.

Authors should include the significance or implications of the research for policy or regional development.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript has numerous grammatical errors and needs to be improved. 
Introduction part is too long and should be reduced focussing the target study.

Methodology does not include sampling design and analysis performed.

In the first part of discussion, authors should discuss their work with others. Discussion is not written well and needs to be restructured with more emphasis should be given to discuss findings with other authors. Conclusion part is too long and should be redrafted. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient. 
	

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


	Language should be improved as so many errors are visible during the review.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The ms needs to be revised as per the suggestions and then can be considered for publication.
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