
Review Form 3 

Createdby:DR Checkedby:PM Approvedby:MBM Version:3(07-07-2024) 

 

 

 
 

JournalName: JournalofExperimentalAgricultureInternational 
ManuscriptNumber: Ms_JEAI_122559 
TitleoftheManuscript:  

Effectofsole andcombinationof foodplantsondegummingof cocoonandphysicalpropertiesoferi(SamiariciniDonovan)silk yarn. 

TypeoftheArticle  



Review Form 3 

Createdby:DR Checkedby:PM Approvedby:MBM Version:3(07-07-2024) 

 

 

 
 

PART1: Review Comments 

CompulsoryREVISIONcomments Reviewer’scomment Author’sFeedback(Pleasecorrectthemanuscriptandhighlight 
thatpartin 
themanuscript.Itismandatorythatauthorsshouldwritehis/he
rfeedback here) 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
importanceofthismanuscriptforthescientificcomm
unity.Whydoyou like (or dislike) this manuscript? 
A minimum of 3-4sentencesmayberequiredfor 
thispart. 

ImportanceoftheManuscript: 
This manuscript offers valuable insights into the impact of various food plants on the degumming process and 
physicalpropertiesoferisilk yarn.The 
studyissignificantforthescientificcommunity,particularlyinthefieldsofsericultureandtextile science, as it provides 
empirical data that can inform better practices in silk production. The findings have thepotential to enhance the 
efficiency and quality of silk production, which is crucial for both small-scale and commercialsericulture 
operations. The research is well-focused and addresses a relevant topic, which is why I find this manuscript 
tobea meaningfulcontributiontothe field. 

 
TitleSuitability: 
The title "Effect of sole and combination of food plants on degumming of cocoon and physical properties of eri 
(SamiariciniDonovan)silkyarn" isappropriateasitclearlyreflects 
thecontentandfocusofthestudy.Itaccuratelydescribesthescopeofthe researchandthevariablesunderinvestigation. 

 
AbstractComprehensiveness: 
Theabstractisgenerallycomprehensive,providingaclearoverviewofthe 
study'sobjectives,methodology,andkeyfindings.However,itwould benefitfromamoredetailed 
explanationofthepracticalimplicationsoftheresults. 
Additionally, the abstract could briefly mention the significance of the findings in relation to the broader context 
ofsericultureandtextileproduction.Includinga 
sentenceortwoonhowthesefindingscouldinfluencesilkproductionpracticeswouldstrengthentheabstract. 

 
SubsectionsandStructure: 
The manuscript is well-structured, with distinct sections for the introduction, materials and methods, results, 
discussion,and conclusion. This organization helps in maintaining a logical flow throughout the document. The 
methodology 
sectionisdetailed,andtheresultsarepresentedclearlywithsupportingtables.However,thediscussionsectioncouldbe
nefit fromamorein-depthcomparison withexistingliterature.  

 
ScientificCorrectness: 
The manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. The experimental design is appropriate for the 
researchquestion, and the statistical methods used to analyze the data are well-explained and justified. The 
study's findings areconsistent 
withthedatapresented,andtheconclusionsarelogicallyderivedfromtheresults.Theuseofwell-
establishedmethodsinsericultureresearch,suchastheCompletelyRandomized 
Design(CRD),addscredibilitytothefindings. 
Overall,the manuscriptadherestohighscientificstandards,makingitareliablesourceofinformationforthe field. 

 
References: 
Thereferencesaresufficientandincluderelevantstudiesthatsupporttheresearch.However,Isuggestaddingmorerece
ntreferences, particularly from the last 5 years, to ensure that the manuscript reflects the latest advancements 
in sericultureand textile science. This will help to position the study within the current research landscape and 
highlight its relevance toongoingdevelopmentsinthefield. 

 
MinorRevisionComments 
Language/English Quality: The language quality of the article is generally suitable for scholarly 
communication, but thereare minor grammatical errors and awkward phrasings that should be addressed. A 
thorough proofreading is recommendedto improve clarityandreadability. 

 
Optional/GeneralComments 
Themanuscriptisavaluablecontributiontothefieldofsericulture,offeringinsightsthatcouldpotentiallyimprovesilkprodu
ction practices. It would be beneficial to expand on the practical applications of the findings, especially in 
thediscussion section, tomake theresearchmoreimpactfulforpractitionersinthefield. 

 

Isthetitleofthearticlesuitable? 
(Ifnotpleasesuggestanalternativetitle) 

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
yousuggesttheaddition(ordeletion)ofsomepoints
inthissection?Please writeyour 
suggestionshere. 

Aresubsectionsandstructureofthemanuscri
ptappropriate? 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientificcorrectnessofthismanuscript.Whydoyo
uthinkthatthismanuscriptisscientificallyrobusta
ndtechnically 
sound?A minimumof3-4sentences 
mayberequiredforthispart. 
 
Arethereferencessufficientandrecent? 
Ifyouhavesuggestions of additional 
references, please mentiontheminthe 
reviewform. 
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Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment(if agreed with reviewer, 
correct the manuscript and highlight that part in 
the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should 
write his/her feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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