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	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 of significant importance to the scientific community, as it synthesizes fragmented archaeological, textual, and historical evidence, clarifying India’s role as one of the early and independent centers of sericulture alongside China. The comparison of literary sources, including ancient Chinese chronicles, with material evidence from Indian archaeological sites such as Nevasa and Neolithic–Chalcolithic settlements helps to strengthen the chronological understanding of early silk production in South Asia. The study also reveals pathways of knowledge and technology transfer, including through Buddhist and trans-Asian contacts during the Gupta period. Overall, the manuscript is of interest to historians and archaeologists studying the origins and global dissemination of sericulture.
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	Тhe abstract of the manuscript is comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically consistent. The interpretations are based on established archaeological findings, historical records, and credible scholarly sources, and the conclusions logically follow from the evidence presented. While some aspects rely on historical interpretation rather than experimental data, this is appropriate and acceptable for a comprehensive historical review.
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	The references are sufficiently recent; however, their number needs to be increased.
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	Тhe quality of the article is suitable for scientific publications in English.
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