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Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. Is thetitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Isthe abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide
additional suggestions/comments)

Unfortunately, the purpose of the study and what the author wanted to say with his work is

absolutely unclear in this manuscript. There are quotes in the publication: " In this research article,
the state of Sericulture in India....", “ The study also finishes with some recommendations ...”, “This
research article helps in ascertaining gains in the rural sector through Sericulture...” etc, but this is
not in the article. The methodology is not disclosed and unclear. In the results The algorithm is not

disclosed and is also unclear.

Discussion - how to understand the phrase "The GISELE algorithm is a well defined way of
generating a Mulberry tree... " how numbers can create a mulberry? Also in conclusion - as "..
algorithm called GISELE which can help grow a Mulberry tree." and as "...a procedure Ceylon and
a process called Savon are explained which can help in the refinement of a Mulberry tree
(cultivated with GISELE) on order to raise yarn carefully for the consumption by the end-users and

customers"

Minor REVISION comments

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

Optional/General comments
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