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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

This manuscript is important to the scientific community because solving the problem of  implementing 
these recommendations, that sericulturists in these region will be better equipped to adopt and benefit 
from advanced silkworm rearing practices, resulting in greater productivity and long-term sustainability 
in the sericulture sector. 

 

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  

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

  

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 

This manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound.  The research revealed that the present 

study explores the adoption of bivoltine hybrid silkworm rearing practices in the South-Eastern Dry 

Zone of Karnataka, specifically within the Kolar and Chikkaballapur districts. Recommendations to 

improve adoption levels include enhancing access to quality inputs, enhancing educational and 

extension services which talking financial obstacles. 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 
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Yes  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications. 
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The name of the manuscript is especially relevant in modern economic conditions. The title of the 
manuscript is fully disclosed at a high scientific level. The author researched many literary sources on 
this topic and proposed ways to solve the problem adoption levels and constraints in bivoltine hybrid 
silkworm rearing practices among sericulturists of south-eastern dry zone of Karnataka. 
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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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