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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.


	Research presents the opportunity to use silkworm breeding waste to create organic fertilizer, which can be applied to the soil or sprayed as a foliar fertilizer to improve soil fertility and foliar nutrition, complementing, if not gradually replacing, chemical fertilization to a certain extent. This represents an opportunity to avoid generating waste that either needs to be landfilled or becomes litter and is released into the environment.


	

	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.


	Yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	It would be important to include more up-to-date citations that would also provide an opportunity to improve and enhance the discussion.
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	Treatments are carried out in batches of three (chemical fertilization, soil drenching, and foliar spraying) at increasing doses, plus control without application. Since foliage is the silkworm's sole food source, mulberry trees must be very vigorous, healthy, and with abundant foliage, hence the high doses of N-P-K (350-140-140), but it is also very important that 20 tons of compost are being added, the influence of which on the response variables is not discussed, since the control only considered the recommended chemical fertilization without the contribution of compost. 

It is very important to include soil microbiological analysis given its influence on nutrient solubilization and availability, protection against soil pests and diseases, and overall improvement in soil fertility. It also includes the production of organic acids and biostimulants that generally improve nutrition, vigor, and foliage yield. At this point, it is important to mention how the byproduct is transformed into compost. As such, it is a highly valued ingredient for pests and diseases, whether underlying pests or diseases that reproduce in the soil, or the compost itself contains them, and their threat of invasion of healthy crops. Their effect is evident over the years when the damage is severe. This aspect is very important to consider.

It is very likely that the liquid compost from the silkworm's waste includes part, if not a substantial, contribution of compost. In any case, it should be noted that the former is complementary to the latter in a chemical mineral fertilization scheme, since the chemical dose was not reduced to determine whether the assumption as an organic amendment is feasible under a context of sustainable agriculture and an alternative to chemical fertilizers would be questionable.

In the discussion of the results with soil nutrients, emphasis is placed on the citation by Mala and Chandrashekhar (2020), with results similar to those of the present study. Until then, it would be necessary to explain why the present research did not exceed the nutrient levels achieved by those authors. The same would apply to Rajanna's (2010) citation regarding microbiological analysis.

In the discussion of nitrogen in the third paragraph, when referring to the results found by Hemavathi (2021), he mentions the biodigestion of liquid organic compost with a 150% N input per hectare, which was the basis for determining these percentages, the same as for Jeevamrutha.
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