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PART 1: Review Comments

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 crucial for the scientific community because it provides a comprehensive exploration
of the sericulture industry's evolution, focusing on the role of women, technological innovations, and
socioeconomic impact. It highlights the importance of sericulture in rural development, employment,
and economic upliftment, especially in the context of sustainable practices and gender inclusion. The
manuscript is valuable for its interdisciplinary approach, combining traditional knowledge with modern
biotechnology to enhance productivity and silk quality. | appreciate its holistic view of the sericulture
industry, though a more focused analysis on the challenges faced by women specifically could
enhance its contribution further.

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

Your title, "The Evolution of the Sericulture Industry in India: From Tradition to Modernity," is strong. It
effectively communicates the historical development of the sericulture industry in India, blending its rich
tradition with modern advancements. This title is likely to attract readers interested in both the history
and current developments of the sericulture sector.

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.

Your abstract is comprehensive and well-structured, providing a solid overview of sericulture's history,
economic impact, processes, recent technological advancements, challenges, and export potential.
However, | have a few suggestions to enhance its clarity and focus: Suggestions for Improvement:

1. Highlighting Evolution Aspect: Since your article focuses on the "evolution" of the industry, you
might want to emphasize how the industry has transitioned from traditional practices to modern
approaches, which could be missing. A brief mention of how these practices have changed over
time would link better to your title.

2. Women's Role: You've mentioned opportunities for women, but it could be beneficial to briefly
mention their role in the evolution or modernization of the industry.

3. Technological and Environmental Challenges: The mention of challenges like pests and
environmental issues could be expanded to note how technological innovations are addressing (or
could address) these specific challenges.

4. Economic and Social Impact: You have touched on employment opportunities, especially for
women. Perhaps a short sentence on how sericulture has transformed rural economies and
empowered marginalized communities would add a socio-economic dimension.

Refine the keywords to reflect the modernity aspect:

e Sericulture

Mulberry

Silk Production

Women's Employment

Technological Innovation

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

Overall, the structure is robust and aligns with the goals of a review article. It comprehensively covers
the history, advancements, and modern context of the sericulture industry. However, consider fine-
tuning the subsections to enhance clarity and make the article more engaging for the reader.

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 due to its comprehensive approach in
integrating both traditional and modern practices in sericulture. The study employs rigorous
methodologies to analyze and validate data, ensuring that the findings are both accurate and reliable.
The inclusion of recent advancements and technologies in sericulture further strengthens the
manuscript’s relevance and applicability in the current scientific context. Additionally, the manuscript's
adherence to established scientific standards and its thorough review of existing literature contribute to
its overall credibility and scholarly value.

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

The references provided in the manuscript appear to be diverse and cover a range of relevant topics
within the sericulture industry. However, there are a few points to consider to ensure their sufficiency
and recency:

Suggestions for Additional References:
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1. Recent Reviews or Meta-Analyses: Look for recent comprehensive reviews on the sericulture
industry, particularly focusing on technological advancements, sustainability, and market trends.
Example: Recent Review on Technological Advancements in Sericulture

2. Industry Reports and Government Publications: Include updated reports from relevant industry
bodies or government agencies.

Example: Central Silk Board Annual Report 2024.

3. Recent Studies on Sustainable Practices: Research articles that discuss recent developments in
sustainable sericulture practices.

Example: Sustainable Practices in Sericulture

4. Current Market Analysis: Recent articles or reports on the global silk market, trade dynamics, and
economic impact.

Example: Global Silk Market Analysis 2024
These additions would ensure that the manuscript reflects the most current state of research
and practice in the sericulture industry.

Minor REVISION comments

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

Language and Clarity: While the language is generally clear, there are areas where it could be refined
for better readability. For example:
e Abstract: The abstract could be more concise. Consider summarizing the key points more briefly to
highlight the main findings and significance.
¢ Introduction: Some sentences are lengthy and complex. Breaking them into shorter sentences could
improve readability. For instance, the first sentence could be simplified to avoid information overload.
e Conclusion: The conclusion appears to be incomplete. Make sure to summarize the main findings,
implications, and recommendations succinctly.
Overall, the manuscript is on the right track but could benefit from some refinement in language,
structure, and consistency to enhance its suitability for scholarly communication.

Optional/General comments

PART 2:

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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Department, University & Country
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