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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 manuscript is important for the scientific community as it provides a systematic and rigorous comparison of statistical tests for detecting seasonality in time series with linear and quadratic trends, offering practical guidance for researchers in econometrics, climatology, and applied statistics.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable as it clearly reflects the objective, methodology, and scope of the study.
	

	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 comprehensive and well-structured, though a brief mention of key findings and practical implications would further strengthen it.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound, with appropriate methodology, correct statistical reasoning, and logically interpreted results
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and relevant, although the inclusion of a few recent studies on seasonality detection in time series could enhance the literature coverage.
	

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


	Yes, the language quality is clear, coherent, and appropriate for scholarly communication, with only minor grammatical refinements neede
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, this is a well-organized and valuable contribution that would benefit from minor revisions to improve clarity and presentation.
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No ethical issues are identified, as the study is based on statistical methodology and secondary data analysis without involving human or animal subjects.
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