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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 provides scientific evidence on the suitability of primary and secondary host plants for Eri silkworm (Samia ricini) rearing under different seasonal conditions in Assam. These findings will support sustainable eri sericulture practices and guide future research and field-level applications.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title of your article is suitable, scientifically sound, and well-aligned with the content of the manuscript, which is ideal for a research article.
	

	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.
	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive and well-structured, as it clearly presents the objective, methodology, key findings, and conclusion of the study. It effectively summarizes the comparative performance of Eri silkworm on different host plants across seasons.
Suggestions for Improvement (Minor, Optional)
Add a study duration (two years) to highlight the robustness of the dataset.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically and technically correct. The study follows standard rearing and evaluation protocols for Eri silkworm (Samia ricini), and the methodology is appropriate for assessing host plant suitability, seasonal variation, and rearing efficiency.
The data analysis is systematic, with proper statistical treatment, and the results are logically interpreted in light of earlier research. Overall, the conclusions are well supported by the experimental findings, making the manuscript reliable and suitable for scientific publication.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes — the current references in your manuscript are useful, but most are older or limited in number and do not fully reflect the very recent scientific literature (especially 2024–2025) on Samia ricini host plant performance, seasonal effects, and economic traits.
Including a few newer research articles published within the last year would strengthen the
scientific foundation and make your manuscript more up-to-date and impactful.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes, the overall language and English quality of the manuscript are clear, formal, and uses
appropriate scientific terminology consistent with research articles in sericulture and biological sciences.
	

	Optional/General comments
	The manuscript is well organized and presents a thorough experimental evaluation of Eri silkworm performance on different host plants across seasons. With minor refinement in language and the inclusion of a few recent references, the manuscript will make a meaningful contribution to the scientific literature on sustainable Eri silkworm rearing.
	




































































[bookmark: _GoBack]
PART 2:

Review Form 3


Created by: DR
Checked by: PM
Approved by: MBM
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her
feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
	
No, there are no apparent ethical issues in this manuscript.
	




Reviewer details:
Savita Pravin Nalawade, D. P. Bhosale College, India

