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	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 of interest to the scientific community as it provides experimental evidence that phytofortification of mulberry leaves with plant extracts can significantly improve the growth and physiological performance of the silkworm. The study proposes a low-cost and environmentally safe nutritional optimization approach that can be easily integrated into sericulture practices without modifying existing rearing technologies. The identification of Glycine max extract at an optimal concentration as the most effective component contributes to the development of improved feed quality parameters aimed at enhancing cocoon productivity and rearing efficiency. Overall, the findings link research on plant biostimulants with applied sericulture, offering a practical pathway toward more efficient silk production methods.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article fits the topic 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.


	Тhe abstract of the manuscript is comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically well structured. The experimental design, treatment concentrations, and measured biological parameters are appropriate and consistent with established sericultural research practices. The results are clearly presented and logically support the conclusions drawn by the authors.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficiently recent; however, their number needs to be increased.


	

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


	Тhe quality of the article is suitable for scientific publications in English.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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