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	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 study investigates the potential role of spermidine supplementation in improving growth parameters in Bombyx mori larvae, which is relevant to sericulture research and silkworm nutrition.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title appears broadly suitable as it reflects the focus on spermidine supplementation and larval growth in Bombyx mori. However, it could be made more precise by specifying the parameters evaluated or the experimental context.

RECOMMENDED TITLES: Influence of Dietary Spermidine on Larval Growth and Development in Bombyx mori
	

	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 conclusion that spermidine improves larval growth should be presented more cautiously because statistically significant improvements were mainly observed in larval length, while larval weight differences were reported as non-significant in OGR and CPGR analyses.

· The abstract should clearly state the objective of the study, the experimental treatments, and the key statistically significant findings.

· Overstated claims regarding growth improvement should be moderated to reflect the statistical outcomes more accurately.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript addresses an interesting topic; however, several aspects require clarification and improvement. The knowledge gap regarding spermidine supplementation in silkworms is not clearly defined, and the research objective should be explicitly stated at the end of the introduction. The experimental design also needs clearer description, particularly the exact units and basis of spermidine concentrations (Spd 25, Spd 50, Spd 75, Spd 100). The equations used to calculate Overall Growth Rate (OGR) and Compound Periodical Growth Rate (CPGR) should be clearly presented in the methodology. In addition, some statistical interpretations appear inconsistent, such as reporting no significant difference while indicating a P value of 0.00, which should be corrected. The results section should summarize key findings instead of repeating numerical values already presented in tables, and the tables should include measures of variation and appropriate statistical comparisons where applicable.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Several references appear outdated or loosely connected to the topic. The authors should incorporate more recent literature related to nutritional supplementation and growth enhancement in silkworms.
	

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

	The manuscript contains numerous grammatical and typographical errors that require careful proofreading. Several sentences are overly long or unclear. Professional language editing is recommended before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The discussion should also address why moderate concentrations (Spd 25 and Spd 50) performed better than higher concentrations.The statement that spermidine improves larval growth should be supported carefully, as the study shows significant improvement mainly in larval length, while larval weight differences were reported as statistically non-significant in OGR and CPGR analysis. The conclusion in the abstract should reflect the statistical outcomes more precisely.

While polyamines are described in detail, the specific knowledge gap regarding spermidine supplementation in Bombyx mori is not clearly articulated. The objective of the study should be explicitly stated at the end of the introduction.


The experimental design requires clearer description. The concentrations of spermidine (Spd 25, Spd 50, Spd 75, Spd 100) are mentioned, but the exact units or basis of these concentrations should be clearly stated.

The calculation formulas for Overall Growth Rate (OGR) and Compound Periodical Growth Rate (CPGR) are mentioned but the actual equations are missing in the text. These formulas should be clearly presented.
The results section contains detailed numerical data; however, some statements are inconsistent. For example, the manuscript states that there was no significant difference on the first day of the fifth instar, yet the reported P value (P=0.00) indicates statistical significance. This discrepancy should be corrected.

The results section contains repeated descriptions of numerical values that are already presented in tables. The authors should summarize key findings rather than repeating all values in the text.

The units and formatting of values should be standardized (for example spacing between numbers and units such as cm and g).
Tables are informative but need formatting improvement. The headings should be simplified and standardized across tables.

The study addresses spermidine supplementation in Bombyx mori, but the knowledge gap and objective should be clearly stated. Experimental design, spermidine concentration units, and OGR/CPGR equations need clarification. Some statistical interpretations appear inconsistent. Results should be summarized rather than repeated from tables. References should be updated, and language and table formatting require improvement.
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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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