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	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 sericulture industry produces approximately 400,000 tons of dry silk cocoons annually. Furthermore, it produces large quantities of by-products such as silk sericin, silk fibroin residue, silkworm cocoons, mulberry leaves, and cocoon extracts. Extensive biochemical and biomedical research has revealed that these substances possess remarkable bioactive properties. They exhibit antioxidant, antimicrobial, anti-inflammatory, anti-wrinkle, and anti-wound properties and are being incorporated into cosmetic, pharmaceutical, and tissue engineering formulations, highlighting the ongoing shift toward sustainable and natural sources of medicinal compounds. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	The title of this article is a suitable.
	

	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 of this  article is a comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript scientifically is correctly..
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	I suggest adding recent references, if it is available, that recent five years . 
	

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


	Yes, the manuscript language is a suitable of this article for scholarly communications. 
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