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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 discusses the combined effects of plant growth regulators (PGRs) and micronutrients on mulberry productivity and Bombyx mori performance, which is relevant to sericulture and plant nutrition research. It has the potential to provide useful insights for improving mulberry leaf yield and silkworm productivity. With stronger methodological description and critical analysis, the review could become a valuable reference for researchers in agriculture and sericulture.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable, but the term “synergistic effects” may be misleading because the manuscript does not clearly demonstrate statistical synergy.

Suggested title: Combined Effects of Plant Growth Regulators and Micronutrients on Mulberry (Morus spp.) Productivity and Silkworm (Bombyx mori) Performance: A Review.
	

	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 informative but incomplete. It should clearly state the objective, scope of literature reviewed, number of studies analysed, key quantitative findings, and limitations of the reviewed studies.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound but needs clearer distinction between additive and synergistic effects. Some references appear incomplete or derived from grey literature and should be updated or verified. Including more international studies would strengthen the literature coverage.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references included in the manuscript are relevant but not entirely sufficient or recent. Some citations appear to be incomplete or derived from grey literature, which should be verified or replaced with peer-reviewed journal sources. The literature is also heavily focused on studies from a single region, mainly India.

To strengthen the manuscript, the authors should include more recent studies (especially from 2020–2025) and incorporate international research from countries such as China, Japan, and Brazil, where sericulture research is well developed. Expanding and updating the reference list will improve the scientific credibility and global relevance of the review.
	

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


	The English is generally understandable but requires proofreading to correct grammatical issues, missing spaces, and inconsistent capitalization of scientific terms.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript would benefit from summary tables, figures, and stronger critical discussion of the reviewed studies. A future research perspectives section should also be included.
The manuscript addresses an important topic in sericulture by reviewing the combined effects of plant growth regulators and micronutrients on mulberry productivity and Bombyx mori performance. The topic is relevant and has potential value for researchers and practitioners in plant nutrition, crop physiology, and sericulture. However, the manuscript requires substantial revision before it can be considered for publication.

Key issues include the absence of a clear literature search methodology, an incomplete abstract, incorrect section numbering, and inconsistent formatting in some parts of the manuscript. In addition, the claim of “synergistic effects” should be clarified, as most cited studies appear to demonstrate additive rather than statistically proven synergistic interactions.

The manuscript would also benefit from stronger critical analysis, updated and complete references, inclusion of summary tables and figures, and broader international literature coverage. Minor language and formatting issues should be corrected through careful proofreading. Addressing these points will significantly improve the clarity, scientific rigour, and overall quality of the manuscript
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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