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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 shot manuscript titled -Upcycling Silk: Sericin as a Green Ingredient in Clean Beauty is  interesting work, However major changes are required to make it to the level of journal .Suggestions are given in the below session for improvements that can done 


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title can be modified

The title of the manuscript doesn’t look suitable as per the article . It can be Rephrased to Upcycling Silk Waste into Clean Beauty: Sericin as a Green Skincare Ingredient”

	

	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.


	Only minor changes required

As per manuscript the abstract seems good. All the areas are covered from introduction to applications .It will be more valuable if some more line can be added on Sericin in this abstract.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Needs lots  improvement

· Manuscript is scientifically but the structure needs lots of improvement. For example, introduction is very short, moreover very old references are used in introduction. Some latest references can be added. The work done in this are can be elaboratively discussed, moreover its role in sustainable developments. 

	

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

Yes, References are sufficient but some recent references can also be added.
	

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


	Language is suitable for publication 
	Satisfied 

	Optional/General comments


	Needs lots of improvements before publication
· The structure of this manuscript needs lots of improvement. For example, introduction is very short, moreover very old references are used in introduction. Some latest references can be added. The work done in this are can be elaboratively discussed, moreover its role in sustainable developments. Section 2 needs lot of improvements. Section 2 should explain in structured manner. Flow charts for extraction process with images can be used to explain the process. All these methods should be explained in detail.
· Hot water extraction (conventional but may degrade proteins)

· Acid/base hydrolysis

· Enzymatic extraction (preserves bioactivity)

· Urea-based extraction (efficient but may require purification)

In section 3- The structure should be improved .Moreover some latest references can be cited and their work can be explained.

In section 4-copyright permission for images 1,2,3,4 is missing. Applications and Commercial Formulations should be discussed in detail.

Numbering is missing from this section Emerging Solutions and Technological Advances
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