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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.


	The research is good, reviewing Mulberry (Morus spp.) leaf biomass and protein content are primary determinants of silkworm growth, cocoon yield and raw silk quality. Conventional recommendations rely mainly on NPK fertilization, Commercial formulations such as seriboost and other micronutrient mixtures have demonstrated promising results under field conditions. Recent advancements such as nano-fertilizers and multi-nutrient foliar sprays further contribute to improving nutrient use efficiency and plant performance. These technologies also support sustainable sericulture by reducing excessive chemical fertilizer dependence. However, variability in response among mulberry varieties and environmental conditions indicates the need for location-specific recommendations. Further research is required to standardize optimal doses and application schedules of these foliar formulations. Integrating pgrs, micronutrients, and advanced nutrient technologies can substantially improve mulberry cultivation. Overall, such integrated nutrient management approaches will strengthen mulberry productivity, enhance silkworm performance, and contribute to sustainable growth of the sericulture industry.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
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	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.
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	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

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

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	The research is good, but there are some points that should be modified

The research is sound and suitable for publication with minimal revisions. There are no scientific, statistical, or spelling errors, and the results align with scientific logic. The research employed a sound scientific methodology to arrive at the conclusions. We request a few minor modifications:

- Shorten the introduction to no more than 700 words.

- Explain why the specific agricultural treatments were chosen for the crop (included in the methodology section) and the reason for selecting the sample in this manner (also in the methodology section).

- In the recommendations section, clearly state the recommendations in bullet points, including some numerical data for clarity.

- Shorten the references – remove any references irrelevant to the topic.
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