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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 presents a comprehensive and well-documented historical review of silk and sericulture in India from ancient times through the post-independence period. It integrates archaeological evidence, classical literature, historical travel accounts, and policy developments, making it a valuable reference for researchers in textile history, sericulture, economic history, and cultural studies. The article also highlights the socio-economic importance of silk production, particularly its role in rural livelihoods, which adds applied relevance. Overall, the manuscript contributes meaningfully to preserving and synthesizing dispersed historical knowledge on Indian sericulture.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the title is appropriate and accurately reflects the scope and content of the manuscript.

	

	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 useful historical context and identifies key milestones in the development of sericulture in India. However, it is overly descriptive and somewhat lengthy, with excessive historical detail.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is factually and historically sound, and the interpretations are largely supported by established literature and historical sources. The chronology of events, institutional developments, and policy interventions is consistent with known records.
However:
· Some sections mix historical narration with interpretative statements without clear separation.
· A few claims would benefit from clearer citation or contextual qualification (e.g., production figures and global share percentages).
Overall, the manuscript is scientifically acceptable, with scope for clarification and tightening.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are extensive and appropriate for a historical review, especially classical texts, archival sources, and authoritative books. This is acceptable given the historical nature of the study.

	

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

	The language is generally understandable, but the manuscript requires substantial language editing.
Issues observed:
· Long, complex sentences affecting readability.
· Grammatical errors, inconsistent tense usage, and typographical mistakes.
· Occasional informal phrasing not suitable for a scholarly journal.

	

	Optional/General comments

	· The manuscript is very comprehensive, but its length could be reduced by eliminating repetition, especially in sections describing Mughal-era karkhanas and British-period initiatives.
· Tables contain valuable information but should be better summarized and clearly referenced in the text.
· Consider adding a timeline figure summarizing major historical milestones in Indian sericulture.
· The conclusion could be strengthened by more clearly linking historical insights to current challenges and future directions.
The manuscript presents a rich and valuable historical synthesis of silk and sericulture in India and aligns well with the scope of the journal. With minor revisions focused on language quality, conciseness, and abstract refinement, the paper would be suitable for publication.
The manuscript is suitable for publication after language editing, minor restructuring, and improvement in clarity and conciseness
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

	







Reviewer details:

[bookmark: _Hlk219375100][bookmark: _GoBack]Subrata Das, India
Created by: DR	              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM	   	Version: 3 (07-07-2024)
