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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.


	This manuscript is important as it provides valuable insights into the effects of Curcuma longa supplementation on silkworm physiology and productivity. The findings offer a novel, eco-friendly approach to improving silk yield and quality, benefiting both researchers and sericulture practitioners.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	YES
	

	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.


	· Abstract lacks statistical information (e.g., whether differences were significant).

· The statement “peaking enzyme activities were noticed…” could be rewritten for clarity.

· Typographical inconsistencies (e.g., “ppm” spacing, “midgut” lowercase).


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Introduction: 

References are inconsistently formatted (e.g., missing year in parentheses, inconsistent initials). Some statements (e.g., “not much more information is not available”) need rephrasing for clarity.

 Materials and Methods

· Units should follow standard SI formatting (e.g., “µmol/g protein/h” instead of “µ moles of oxaloacetate/g protein/h”).

· The formula section is not properly formatted and difficult to follow; missing equation symbols and spacing.

· No statistical test (e.g., ANOVA) mentioned—only “standard deviation” is referenced, which is insufficient for inferential analysis.

Results and Discussion: Statistical validation (p-values or error bars) is missing in Table 1 and figures. The discussion repeats previous work rather than analyzing mechanistic reasons for observed trends.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· Few references are old and needs to be replaced with the recent ones Inconsistent citation style (mix of APA and journal-specific formats).

· Some references lack volume/issue or page numbers.

· Several author names are inconsistently capitalized (e.g., “Anil kumar” vs. “Anil Kumar”).


	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	Needs revision
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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)


	


Reviewer details:

Monika Ray, Odisha University of Agriculture and Technology, India

Created by: EA
              Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO
   
Version: 3(07-07-2024)


