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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.


	This manuscript is important to the scientific community. It addresses a critical yet often overlooked issue in the sericulture industry—waste management. It reviews eco-friendly strategies and circular bioeconomy models that connect environmental sustainability with economic viability in silk production. Evidence from diverse agro-climatic zones offers a strong, context-specific view of solutions adaptable worldwide. The paper also provides policy, infrastructure, and technology recommendations. These offer practical steps for researchers, policymakers, and industry stakeholders to promote climate-resilient and resource-efficient sericulture.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Here is an alternative suggestion for this title: Circular Strategies and Eco-Innovations for Sustainable Sericulture Waste Management.
	

	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.


	Break long sentences into shorter ones to improve clarity. In addition, highlight what makes this review distinct from previous studies, such as being the first to integrate circular bioeconomy with rural livelihood perspectives. Also, include key terms like "sustainability," "resource efficiency," and "climate resilience" if they reflect the main themes, as this will improve indexing.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically correct and ready for publication after minor editorial improvements for clarity and impact.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Overall, your references are sufficient, well-balanced, and mostly recent. Adding a few international and policy-oriented sources could make the review even stronger.
	

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


	Overall: The English is acceptable for publication, but a professional copyediting or language polishing step would enhance clarity, precision, and flow for readers.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The manuscript is well-structured and scientifically sound.

· It is supported by recent and relevant literature.

· The review provides a thorough overview of sericulture, waste management, and circular bioeconomy.

· It highlights both environmental and socio-economic aspects.

· The language is generally clear, though minor edits could improve clarity and conciseness.

· Overall, the manuscript makes a valuable contribution to the field.

· The manuscript would benefit from additional figures and tables to better support and illustrate the content.
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