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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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

The role of quality mulberry leaf is of prime importance as it has around 38.2% role for the
success of sericulture activity. In order to harvest good cocoon crop, the silkworm larvae must
be fed on superior mulberry genotypes having better nutrient content in leaves. New productive
varieties/ genotypes should be developed in future so that the farmers overall income will be
enhanced.
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suitable for scholarly communications?
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1. Needs to improve with regards to spelling, grammer. Needs good English polishing and
avoid poorly written sentences.

2. Add few sentences about significance of this research work in abstract section.

3. Add more updated references with valid scientific reasons.

4. Cross check all the references mentioned in the text.
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