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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (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 shift to a circular economy is not only a scholarly attempt, but also a social necessity in the current scenario, as every day is witnessed by the exploitation and depletion of our immediate environment. This manuscript emphasises how urgent it is to rethink our production methods and consumption habits. The study provides recommendations to various stakeholders to make significant progress towards a more reliable and equitable economic system.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is well explained with the major variables of the study.
	

	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.


	The abstract provides a clear and concise overview of the objectives, methodology, and key findings. However, it would benefit from a brief mention of the study’s geographical scope and sample size to enhance context. Additionally, including a sentence on the practical implications of the findings for FMCG companies could strengthen the relevance to industry stakeholders.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The objectives set for the study align with the hypotheses; even though the methodology mentions that SEM is being used, the details of which are lacking from the manuscript. For example, the conceptual model is not specified, or whether using AMOS or Smart PLS is not mentioned, the results for each relationship and mediation are not mentioned, etc, are some of the major drawbacks that need to be looked into. The methodology is lacking specifically in the context of SEM analysis.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Could include more recent research citations in the study. The study lacks the latest references.

eg: Chishty SK. Economic and Environmental Efficiencies of Organizations: Role of Technological Advancements and Circular Economy Practices. Sustainability. 2023; 15(22):15935. https://doi.org/10.3390/su152215935
	

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


	Yes, it is adequate.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Including a larger and more diverse sample of FMCG companies across different regions would enhance the generalizability of the findings.
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