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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.


	This review makes an important and timely contribution. The work's scientific relevance is strengthened by the inclusion of empirical data from the Muga silk ecosystem in Northeast India, which offers region-specific insights that are mainly absent from the body of current literature. Overall, the manuscript addresses a critical knowledge gap and offers a useful reference for researchers, policymakers, and practitioners working toward climate-resilient sericulture systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	 The current title, "Climate Change Impacts on Sericulture: Evidence from Mulberry Physiology, Silkworm Biology, and Northeast Indian Muga Ecosystems," is somewhat appropriate but has some drawbacks. Although this is a review article, the phrase "Evidence from" suggests original experimental data, which is somewhat deceptive.
	

	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 generally clear and provides a good overview of the topic, highlighting the influence of climate change on mulberry physiology, silkworm biology, and sericulture systems. It could be enhanced, though, by briefly outlining the review's primary goal at the outset. Additionally, a brief reference to adaptation or mitigation techniques covered in the paper may be included in the abstract
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and in line with what is currently known about sericulture and climate change. The explanations are presented logically and with clarity. To improve scientific accuracy and credibility, some statements would benefit from more recent references and more precise numerical data citation.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	In general, the references are sufficient and pertinent. Nonetheless, the manuscript would be strengthened by adding a few more recent studies on the effects of climate change and climate-resilient sericulture from the previous five years.
	

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


	The manuscript generally exhibits a clear and suitable English language quality for academic communication. However, readability and overall clarity would be further enhanced by minor grammatical corrections and slight improvements in sentence structure. .
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is scientifically sound, relevant, and well structured. Only minor improvements in clarity, conciseness, and inclusion of a few recent references are suggested to further strengthen the manuscript.
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