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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 for the scientific community as it introduces an innovative approach to converting sericulture waste into valuable handicrafts. It contributes to sustainability research by linking waste reduction with economic opportunities for local communities. Additionally, it enriches the literature on circular economy, sustainable entrepreneurship, and resource optimization.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	here are a more concise suggestion:

"Sustainable Innovation: Transforming Silk Cocoon Waste into Handicraft-Based Economic Opportunities"

	

	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.


	could be improved by briefly stating the research methodology and key findings. Including the potential social and environmental impacts would also strengthen it. Avoid repetition to keep the abstract concise and impactful.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript states that products retain their shape and color for over a year, but it does not provide controlled experimental data or measurements. This could be perceived as anecdotal.
While cost–benefit tables are provided, the methodology for calculating costs, labor, and profit margins could be more detailed to ensure reproducibility.

The manuscript does not report sample sizes, number of products tested, or variability, which are important for scientific rigor.

Claims about empowering rural women or promoting sustainable livelihoods are plausible, but the manuscript does not provide evidence from field surveys or socioeconomic data to fully support these statements.

The mention of sericin’s antiproliferative activity is interesting, but it may seem overstated without direct testing in this study. It should be clearly cited as background rather than a result.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	adding more sources on rural entrepreneurship, women empowerment, and circular economy practices could strengthen the manuscript. Including experimental studies on product durability would also support the claims more robustly.
	

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


	  Added “including” to make the list flow naturally.

  Replaced “locally available” with “locally sourced” for more formal academic style.

  Inserted em-dashes to improve readability of the long list.
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