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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 provides a comprehensive review of globalization in silk production across different continents. It compiles historical, production, and trade-related information that is useful for researchers, policymakers, and stakeholders in sericulture. The article contributes valuable baseline knowledge on global silk trends, especially for developing countries. Overall, it serves as a useful reference for understanding the evolution and current status of the global silk industry.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and reflects the content of the manuscript clearly.
Optional suggestion: “Globalization of Silk Production: A Comprehensive Review”
	

	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 broadly covers the theme of globalization in silk production. However, it may be improved by clearly stating the objectives, key findings, and significance of the review. Minor grammatical corrections and tightening of sentences are recommended.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound as a review article. It is based on secondary data, historical records, and published literature. However, better organization of sections and improved data presentation would enhance clarity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally relevant but add few more references and arrange them according the format. Most cited works are appropriate, though inclusion of a few more recent (last 5 years) global trade and production statistics would strengthen the manuscript.
	

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


	The language requires minor to moderate editing for grammar, sentence structure, and consistency. Professional language editing is recommended to improve readability and scholarly presentation.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Tables need better formatting and consistency.

Some repetitions and outdated statistics should be revised.

Units, percentages, and country names should be standardized.

Flow of content can be improved by reducing excessive historical narration in some sections.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues are identified, as the manuscript is a review based on published literature and secondary data.
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