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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.
	As a technical textile professional, I appreciate the good work being done in this domain. I am always open to providing assistance to improve the manuscript further.

The paper presents an interesting study on the effect of temperature on silk dyeing using a fungal pigment. The topic is relevant and the findings are significant. The manuscript is generally well-written. The following specific and technical comments are provided to help improve the presentation and scientific rigor of the paper.

	



PART 2.1 (Objective Evaluation)

	
	Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback (Revision of the Manuscript and Feedback of Authors are mandatory for Rating of 2 and 1)

	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
	3
	

	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
	2
Abstract:
Scientific name Talaromyces purpurogenus has been italicized throughout the text.  
Dye concentration and mordant details have now been added to the methodology section of the abstract for better clarity.

	

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

	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
	2
Introduction:
The introduction presents a logical progression from natural dyes to environmental concerns, followed by microbial pigments and the scope of the present study, which is appreciable. However, a few technical revisions are suggested to enhance clarity and scientific accuracy. 
· The scientific name should be written in italics as Talaromyces purpurogenus, and the abbreviated form T. purpurogenus may be used in subsequent mentions.
· The term "fungal dye" may be replaced with "fungal pigment" or "microbial pigment derived from T. purpurogenus" for better technical precision. 
· Additionally, strong statements such as "not a sustainable option" may be moderated to "less sustainable due to resource demand and biodiversity impact" for a more balanced tone. 
· The data stating "more than 8000 chemicals" should be supported with an appropriate citation. 
· The historical background can be consolidated at the beginning to improve flow, and repetitive sentences regarding the environmental impact of synthetic dyes may be merged. 
· Finally, the research gap and objective can be stated more strongly, and reference formatting should be checked as per journal guidelines. 
· With these minor revisions, the introduction will be well-structured for submission.

	

	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
	3
	

	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
	2
Material And Methods:
Methodology is clear and replicable. Few technical corrections needed for journal standard.
· Mistake: non-ionic detergent (ezee) - Brand name + no chemical composition.
Correction: non-ionic detergent @ 5 g/L or give generic name. Avoid brand names. Also write 50 °C with space before °C as per SI units.
· Mistake: 50ºC, 60ºC, 70ºC, 80º and 90ºC - Degree symbol and spacing inconsistent. 80º missing C.
Correction: 50, 60, 70, 80 and 90 °C . 
· Use M:L ratio consistently instead of MLR and material to liquor ratio.
· Dye concentration (%), shade %, and whether mordant was used are not mentioned.
· Dye material section is incomplete sentences.
Correction: Dye Source: The pigment was extracted from _T. purpurogenus_ strain isolated from waste food and wood substrates.

	

	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
	3
	

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

	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


	2
	

	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
	3
Results and discussion:
The manuscript is well-written. However, the following suggestions may be considered to improve technical depth:  
· Dye absorbency and fiber-pigment interaction can be further clarified using instrumental techniques such as FTIR analysis and CCM/K/S value measurement. 
· Table titles should be modified as per standard scientific format.  Comparative data should be supported with appropriate figures/graphs for clear interpretation.  
· Photographic images of test samples/procedure may be included in the results section to improve presentation.

	

	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
	3
Conclusion:
The conclusion section is well-articulated and scientifically sound. However, minor revisions pertaining to language precision and scientific accuracy are recommended to enhance the quality of the manuscript.

	

	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
	3
	

	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
	2
	

	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
	2
	



PART 2.2 (Subjective Evaluation)

	
	Reviewer’s comment

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


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

	No
Scientific name Talaromyces purpurogenus has been italicized throughout the text.  
Dye concentration and mordant details have now been added to the methodology section of the abstract for better clarity.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement
.
	No
Manuscript needs to use scientific language
	

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

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

	No 
For stating the words ,which is mention needs more reference
	

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

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

	no
	


Reviewer details:
. Iti Dubey, Chhatrapati Shahu Ji Maharaj University, India
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