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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 manuscript presented valuable empirical evidence linking circular economy and green innovation. This topic is highly relevant to the SDG oriented economic transition. The study is relevant to the scientific community as the authors made a strong theoretical and practical contribution in the MSME research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title could be made more relevant by adding “Empirical Evidence”
	

	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 is informative as observed abstract is bit lengthy concise abstract is required. In the abstract methodology is repeated twice. Remove redundant phrases like “Data were analyzed using Structural Equation Modeling–Partial Least Squares (SEM-PLS)” (already stated earlier). Excess statistical details given which to be condensed. Highlight only theoretical and policy implications.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In the style of IMRaD format the manuscript is in detail and presented proper contemporary research objectives. Well written and structured empirical manuscript. Logical evaluation is applied, suggested to add conceptual model and table references. Suggested to improvise the conciseness and consistency in the language. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	For theoretical grounding foundational works are appropriately cited. Suggested to add international empirical studies, insufficient references on SEM-PLS best practices and reduce the references from news articles and websites.
	

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


	The language is academically sound. Suggested to reduce the repetitive definitions and the phrases like this study examines, this research contributes. Minor wording enhancement is required.
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	Add conceptual framework diagram.
Number the figures and table cited in the text.

Add comparative discussion with relate to international studies.

Merge the similar paragraphs for readability.
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