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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 conditions necessary for growing mulberry trees (Morus spp.), which are the only food source for the silkworm species Bombyx mori, and obtaining high-quality leaves are a determining factor for silkworm breeding, cocoon production, and the quality of the silk obtained from them. Mulberry cultivation is frequently confronted with abiotic stresses (such as drought, soil salinity, high air temperatures, and possible nutrient deficiencies), which significantly affect the physiological processes and metabolic functions of the mulberry plant. The occurrence of biochemical changes in the mulberry plant directly influences the nutritional value of the leaves and, subsequently, affects the efficiency of silkworm feeding, the growth rate of the larvae, the weight of the cocoon produced by the larvae, and the overall productivity of the silk. This research is of interest to the international scientific community because it targets a commercial product that is extremely important to humans, namely the production of natural silk.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the review article is suitable.


	

	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 of the article is comprehensive and well done.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct and the structure and subsection of the manuscript are appropriate for a review article.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references is sufficient for an review article  (101 references) and relatively recently (all of them is after year 2000, 99 of them is after year 2010 and 70 of them are after 2020), it is very good!


	

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


	Yes. The language quality are suitable for scholarly communications.


	

	Optional/General comments


	some corrections in the full article with the red colour.

See the attachment
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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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