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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 study explores how different mulberry genotypes influence the biochemical composition of the silk gland in Bombyx mori. This topic is relevant to the sericulture industry, as it contributes to understanding how host-plant nutrition affects silk quality and productivity. While the findings are largely confirmatory, they provide practical implications for genotype selection and silkworm rearing management.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable but can be made more concise and technically focused.
Suggested alternative: “Biochemical Composition of the Silk Gland of Bombyx mori Fed on Selected Mulberry Genotypes.”
	

	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 research aim and key findings clearly. However, it lacks specific details on methodology (e.g., number of replicates, statistical methods) and should briefly highlight the significance of the biochemical variations observed. Including these points would improve completeness and scientific precision.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and employs standard biochemical protocols. The design and data presentation are appropriate. However, the discussion remains largely descriptive and would benefit from a more mechanistic interpretation linking mulberry genotype composition to silk gland metabolism.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are relevant but many are outdated. Adding recent literature (post-2015) on biochemical and molecular studies of Bombyx mori silk glands would strengthen the context and demonstrate awareness of current research trends.


	

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


	The English is generally clear but requires editing for conciseness and syntax.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents useful experimental data with applied significance in sericulture. With moderate revision, particularly improving the discussion depth, updating references, and refining the language—it could be suitable for publication.
The image presented as Plate 1 (Dissection of silk gland) is unclear and lacks sufficient resolution to evaluate the anatomical details. It is recommended to replace it with a higher-quality image or provide a clearer figure with appropriate labeling to improve interpretability.
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	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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