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PART 1 (Importance of the manuscript) 

	
	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 


	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 to the scientific community because it extends the growing body of knowledge on circular economy implementation within the apparel manufacturing sector, particularly in the context of a developing country. Its value is strengthened by the Sri Lanka-specific industry perspective, which provides empirical insights that are still limited in current sustainability and operations management literature. By integrating social, environmental, and economic dimensions, the study offers a holistic understanding of how circular economy practices can be operationalized in resource-intensive manufacturing environments. The findings and implications can support future comparative studies, policy-oriented research, and theory development related to sustainable supply chains, circular production systems, and industrial transformation in emerging economies.
	





PART 2.1 (Objective Evaluation)

	
	Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 

	1. Is the title clear and appropriate for the study? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5
	

	2. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5
	

	4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	5. Are the research objectives/hypotheses clearly stated?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	6. Is the literature review relevant and up to date?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	7. Is the research methodology appropriate for the study?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	8. Were ethical issues properly addressed (if applicable)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	N/A
	

	9. Are the results presented clearly? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	10. Are tables and figures clear, relevant, and necessary?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	11. Does the discussion relate findings to existing literature?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	12. Are the conclusions supported by the data?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5
	

	13. Are the limitations of the study discussed?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	14. Are the references relevant and sufficient (in number)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	15. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	





PART 2.2 (Subjective Evaluation)

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	[bookmark: _Hlk225789154]Is the title of the article suitable?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	Yes.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	Yes.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	Yes.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? 
(YES or NO)

If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.
	Not. The references are not sufficient and recent because the manuscript makes several important academic and industry-level claims without enough support from updated literature, especially from 2021–2025, where circular economy research in apparel has rapidly expanded.
	

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
(YES or NO)

(If yes, kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

	Not.
	





	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):


	
	Author’s Feedback

	
This article presents a highly relevant and timely investigation into the implementation of circular economy practices in Sri Lanka’s apparel manufacturing sector. The title is appropriate, clear, and accurately reflects the main focus of the study. The manuscript addresses an important sustainability issue by examining the social, environmental, and economic dimensions of circular economy adoption in a sector that plays a critical role in the national economy.
The abstract is comprehensive and well-structured. It clearly outlines the aim, research design, key findings, practical implications, and directions for future research. The study successfully highlights major circular economy practices such as circular design, product life extension, textile recycling, and resource efficiency. The findings are particularly valuable because they show that, despite challenges such as high initial investment costs, limited infrastructure, and low awareness, Sri Lankan apparel manufacturers are making meaningful progress through innovation, collaboration, and long-term sustainability commitment.
The manuscript is scientifically sound in terms of its qualitative approach, alignment between objectives and findings, and practical relevance. The use of structured interviews with key industry stakeholders provides useful insights into real-world challenges and opportunities. The discussion and conclusion sections are especially strong, as they connect the findings to actionable recommendations for manufacturers, policymakers, and higher education institutions. The emphasis on employee awareness, supplier engagement, policy support, recycling infrastructure, and industry collaboration significantly strengthens the practical contribution of the study.
One area that would benefit from further improvement is the use of citations throughout the manuscript. More recent and high-quality scholarly citations are needed, especially in the introduction, discussion, and implication sections, to strengthen the academic foundation of the arguments. In particular, the claims related to global buyer expectations, circular supply chain collaboration, financial incentives, and long-term sustainability performance should be supported with more up-to-date international and regional literature. Adding more recent studies from the past 5 years would improve the manuscript’s credibility and scholarly depth.
The manuscript requires more recent scholarly citations, particularly from the last 5 years, to support the theoretical background, discussion of findings, and policy implications. More international studies on circular economy implementation in apparel manufacturing, supply chain circularity, and sustainability performance should be incorporated.
Overall, this is a strong and meaningful contribution to the literature on circular economy and sustainable apparel manufacturing. The topic is highly relevant, the findings are practically useful, and the recommendations are valuable for both industry and policy stakeholders. With minor revisions to improve language clarity and strengthen citation support, this manuscript has strong publication potential.
Recommended articles for citing:
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S092134492200670X
and
https://circulareconomyjournal.org/ojs/JoCE/article/view/127
and
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s42452-025-07446-8
Etc.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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