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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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.


	Because it emphasizes the potential value of silkworm rearing byproducts and their numerous applications in agriculture, animal feed, and other industries, this publication is significant to the scientific community. The work advances knowledge of how these byproducts can be converted from a burden on the environment to a useful resource. Additionally, the paper promotes the circular economy and sustainable resource management in the silk sector. As a result, the results of this study may stimulate more investigation and useful applications to enhance resource efficiency and sustainability.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of this article seems generally acceptable as it refers to silkworm rearing byproducts and their uses. However, it could be made more specific and clear to better reflect the study's focus on the economic and environmental value of these byproducts.

Suggested alternative titles:

"Utilizing Silkworm Rearing Byproducts: Applications in Agriculture, Animal Feed, and Industry"
	

	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 adequately covers the importance and uses of silkworm rearing byproducts, highlighting their economic and environmental value and their role in the circular economy and sustainable agriculture.

However, the abstract is overly descriptive and lacks specific findings or quantitative data. It also fails to identify any research gaps or the practical impact of the study.

Some sentences are repetitive or contain redundant ideas, such as "adding economic value" and "supporting livelihoods." These could be combined for greater brevity.

Suggestions for improvement:

Add relevant data or findings if available in the research (such as feed quantities or the percentage improvement in byproduct utilization).

Clarify the research gap or the main scientific objective of the study to strengthen the abstract.

Simplify some of the repetitive sentences to make the abstract more concise and readable.

Revise the abstract to 4–5 focused sentences, emphasizing: the problem, the objective, the main findings, and the scientific and practical significance.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically accurate in terms of its information and main ideas, but it remains more of a literature review than an experimental study. It can be considered valuable to the scientific community, particularly in the field of utilizing silkworm rearing byproducts and achieving sustainability.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The number of references is very good and covers a wide range of studies on silkworm waste and its uses.

The references include topics such as agriculture, animal nutrition, protein extraction, silk production, and sustainability, reflecting the comprehensiveness of the research.

Recentness of References:

Some references are recent (2024–2025), giving the research a contemporary feel.

There are also older references (1978, 1987, 1992) which can be retained if they have historical or fundamental value, but it is preferable to focus on recent studies to enhance the reliability of the research.

Suggestions for Improving References:

Add some recent scientific studies (within the last five years) on:

Applications of sericin and fibroin in biomaterials and pharmaceuticals.

Modern techniques for converting silkworm waste into organic fertilizer or animal feed.
	

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


	The language in the manuscript is acceptable for scholarly communication, but it needs minor improvements in brevity and style to be more robust and clear for academic publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The topic is of high value to the scientific community, as it addresses the utilization of silkworm rearing waste and its transformation from environmental waste into economic, agricultural, and industrial resources.The research supports the concepts of sustainability and the circular economy, making it of practical and scientific importance.

The manuscript is well-organized, with tables that clearly summarize the information.Some paragraphs could be improved to be more concise and avoid repetition, especially in the abstract and conclusion.The language is understandable and appropriate for scientific communication, with correct terminology used.It is recommended to simplify some long sentences to facilitate reading and improve the logical flow of ideas.The references are good and comprehensive, covering a wide range of studies.It is recommended to add some very recent references (within the last 5 years) to enhance the manuscript's scientific relevance.The style of citing references should be standardized, and the completeness of their bibliography should be ensured.
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	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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