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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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.


	This paper will solve a major problem in precision weight measurement-the impact of temperature variation on load cell accuracy. With compensation models and IoT integration, it has the practical approach to reduce temperature-induced drift and hysteresis. The applications are significant in scientific research, industrial control, and business weighing solutions, especially on the light-panel weighing applications (200-1000 g). The systematic experimental justification is that the work is beneficial to both academicians and the practitioning of sensor calibration and IoT-based measurement systems
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is apt, exhaustive, and notably expresses the scope of study. It is sufficient to present the experimental topic and the approach to compensation. No suggested changes.
	

	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 is articulate, appropriately organized and informative. It gives background, techniques, leading results and significance. But to make a little shorter it can be made clearer by trying not to repeat numerical results too much (just show representative values). Otherwise acceptable
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The experiments are well-structured, data collection is systematic, and results are thoroughly analyzed. The compensation model is mathematically valid, and conclusions are supported by experimental evidence.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and include several recent works (2022–2025). However, a few more citations from industrial standards or sensor calibration guidelines (e.g., OIML R60 or IEEE sensor calibration papers) could further strengthen the background.
	

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


	The English language is generally suitable for scholarly communication. Minor grammatical corrections (e.g., sentence tightening in introduction and abstract) would improve readability, but overall, the language is clear
	

	Optional/General comments


	It is a comprehensive and practically relevant study. The combination of compensation with IoT provides novelty and the level of relevance. Paper (suggestion of future work: machine learning based compensation) is hopeful and may be further extended. Tables and figures are understandable, yet some graphs may have error bars attached to help definite understanding.
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