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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 manuscript looked into the recent advances in silk sericin, and also pinpoints the economy idea, which is significant to current scientific and industrial needs. The topic draws attention to the use of by-product of the silk industry by reducing waste while creating value added products. This line up with SDG’s priorities in green chemistry
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Current title suitable but bit broad. I suggest making it more precise like “A Review on Recent Advances in Silk Sericin, Extraction, Properties, Applications, and Future Perspectives” This would give readers a clearer idea of the scope.
	

	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.


	Informative but state the aim/purpose of the review, avoid typographical errors, add a sentence on future prospects or research gaps to strengthen the message.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientifically sound and cites relevant work. However, it is largely narrative and descriptive, with no critical synthesis. Compare studies, highlight contradictions, and identify research gaps
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Add More recent sources from 2022–2024, especially in sections on biomedical applications and sustainable biomaterials
	

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


	Understandable but requires language polishing for clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Add summary table covering extraction methods, properties vs. applications with citations and one schematic diagram for sericin value chain.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

This is a literature review, no ethical issues are apparent.
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