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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 investigates the influence of digestive enzyme-fortified castor leaves on cocoon and reproductive parameters of the eri silkworm (Samia ricini). Improving feed efficiency and cocoon productivity is an important research area in sericulture, particularly for enhancing sustainable silk production. The study contributes to understanding how nutritional supplementation with digestive enzymes may improve larval digestion, cocoon yield, and reproductive performance. Such findings may help improve rearing practices and productivity in eri sericulture systems.

	

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

	The title is generally suitable and clearly reflects the content of the study
	

	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 summarizes the objective, experimental treatment, and key outcomes of the study. However, it could be improved by:
· Clearly mentioning the experimental design and number of treatments
· Including key numerical results or percentage improvements
· Briefly indicating the statistical significance of the findings

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript addresses an important aspect of silkworm nutrition and presents experimental results on enzyme-treated feed. The study design appears generally appropriate for evaluating the impact of dietary supplementation on cocoon and reproductive parameters.
However, the below points would improve scientific clarity and reproducibility 
· Provide clearer details of enzyme composition and concentration used for leaf treatment
· Describe the experimental design and replication more clearly
· Ensure that statistical analysis methods are explicitly mentioned
· Improve explanation of the biological mechanism through which digestive enzymes enhance silkworm performance

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript cites relevant literature related to silkworm nutrition and sericulture. However, inclusion of more recent references (within the last 5 years) would strengthen the literature review and contextualize the research within current developments in silkworm feeding strategies and enzyme supplementation.
The manuscript would benefit from incorporating additional recent literature on eri silkworm nutrition and dietary supplementation. Studies on amino acid supplementation, biofortification of castor leaves, and host plant influence on eri silkworm growth and cocoon parameters should be discussed to strengthen the scientific background. Relevant works include Rajkhowa et al. (2024) on methionine and tryptophan supplementation, Prihatin et al. (2023) on glycine fortification, and Anusha et al. (2025) on Moringa oleifera enriched castor leaves.

	

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

	The manuscript is generally understandable; however, several sentences require grammatical correction and improved academic phrasing. Minor language editing is recommended to improve clarity, sentence structure, and overall readability.

	

	Optional/General comments

	Provide clearer description of the methodology, especially leaf treatment procedure and feeding schedule.
Present results with appropriate statistical indicators (mean ± SD/SE, significance levels).
Improve figure/table captions to make them self-explanatory.
Expand the discussion to compare findings with previous studies in sericulture   
nutrition.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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