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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 work is very well-oriented; however, despite numerous minor writing details, these are not relevant. The work is well-formulated, as the research guides us toward a study of the characteristics and conditions necessary for the successful production of Muga silk.

This work should be published immediately after the final minor revisions are completed, as its argument regarding the study of pathogens and other elements will lead us to optimize Muga silk production.

Yes! The manuscript is important to the scientific community and is solid because it reveals the appropriate conditions and characteristics for the production of Muga silk.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	In my opinion, the title of the article is in line with what was done in 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 summary details in perfect detail what was done in the article, as well as the data presented in the tables.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.


	Yes, it is scientifically sound and well-founded. This manuscript presents a real study on the important elements for producing a high-value commodity.
	

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


	The references used in the article are necessary and up-to-date. A few can even be used in the studies. This is presented more clearly if they are numbered in bold.
	

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


	The details are easily and quickly corrected to give a better meaning to the article's writing and thus broaden its understanding, without giving importance to the number of corrections detected and improved in order to perfect this article for publication.

In the review work, and while translating the article, I realized that the English language is perfectly suited for academic communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Examine the article carefully before publishing, as corrections, although few, do not affect publication, so the final touches should be fine-tuned to ensure a satisfactory publication in favor of knowledge about the challenges and perspectives we have to face in the production of muga silk: among them are the integration of host plant improvement, breeding technologies and climate adaptation.

This article shows us a study process that benefits agriculture, namely that the requirements for the successful production of Muga silk have been studied.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

There are no ethical problems in this research.
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