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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.


	Manuscript provides information on Silk Sericin, which was traditionally thrown out as waste from the production of silk, has the potential to be upcycled into a useful component for skin and hair care products.

It illustrates how applying sericin has both natural advantages, such as protecting and moisturizing the skin. 

Overall, the article encourages eco-friendly and sustainable practices in textile & cosmetic industries the by advocating sericin upcycling. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The phrase “Upcycled Silk” in the title seems to showcase valorising complete silk.

Replacing word “Silk” with actual waste/biproduct i.e. “Silk Sericin” could give a more clarity and focus of the paper.
	

	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 title suggests upcycling of silk, which, by definition, should include reusing silk sericin. However, the abstract doesn’t suggest anything of this sort, and instead the abstract seems generalised applications of sericin. 
Authors should include indications in the abstract that suggests upcycle silk sericin.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and accurate in terms of content, structure,

However, there are few issues like which needs editorial polishing:

1. Section 4, Figure 3 

Image seems to be a Moisturizer rather an Anti-Wrinkle Cream. To add more authenticity author can add any image or description mention claims - anti-aging/anti-wrinkler with respect to this product.
2. Section 4, Figure 2
Phrase “Korean raw material product” does not sound scholarly phrasing & lack proper scientific referencing
	

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

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


	Yes, manuscript language is well written and easy to follow. 
However, there are few issues like which needs editorial polishing:

1. Typo-errors 

Section: 3.5, Line 1
Gamboa et al. (2023) showed that sericin absorbs a protective barrier against UV radiation, limiting skin photoaging)
2. Repeated phrasing of word “benefit” too many times in section 3 & section 4
	

	Optional/General comments


	Section 2 Extraction and Structure

Authors can consider explaining different methods of sericin extraction in detail (text/ flow-chart/diagram) with a table/data comparing % yield efficiency & feasibility of these method can add more value in terms of real world application & challenges of upcycling silk sericin 
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