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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.


	The study fills a critical knowledge gap regarding fiber’s compatibility with conventional dyeing processes. The findings advance scientific understanding of fiber dye interactions in emerging bio-based materials and support their integration into eco-friendly textile applications. Overall, the work reinforces the potential of banana fiber as a viable alternative to traditional fibers, aligning with global efforts toward sustainable material innovation.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	Ideas jump between dyeing conditions, fastness testing, and sustainability without smooth transitions. The logic should move from material → method → evaluation → purpose. Repetition of "fibre–dye interactions" without deeper insight weakens the academic quality.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	      Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Ensure all references follow a consistent journal style. Some references list abbreviations without italics or incomplete details.
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is promising and suitable for publication after revision. The scientific content is strong, but the paper requires improvements in the following
1.  It states the study “focuses on the dyeing behaviour,” but does not clearly explain the research gap or objective in a focused academic tone. Does not highlight the significance of measuring fastness and colour values in relation to fibre suitability.
2. No indication of expected or observed trends (e.g., deeper shade at higher concentration). Abstract-like statements but without strong scientific impact.
3. The phrase “three different colours applied at three concentration levels” is repeated later as “three red, blue and yellow each applied at 1%, 2% and 3% concentrations.” Words like dyeing behaviour, dye levels, colouration parameters appear multiple times unnecessarily.
4. Typographical Errors-. “Lighting fastness” → “light fastness”. “Calorimetric” instead of “Colorimetric” for Brahma & Arju (depending on journal style).
5. Materials & Methods-More details needed on dye class and dye bath composition. Clarify whether samples were dyed as loose fibres or yarns.
1. No mention of degumming or pretreatment, which is essential to dye uptake. Does not specify dye class (reactive/acid/natural). Study motivation could be stronger: why is banana fibre’s dyeability important
2. Well written but can be shortened slightly. Some sentences can be merged to improve flow.
3. The text refers to Figure 1 and Figure 2, but the actual figures are not included.
4. Conclusion-Good summary, but could briefly mention potential future work, modifications to improve wash fastness and applicability for blended yarns, composites, etc.
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