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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 particular manuscript will have a positive impact not only on the study area population but also on those nearby localities that have commercial cardamom farming. Such findings will guide farmers in growing cardamom. Recently, I reviewed one manuscript related to the scientific analysis of cardamom cultivation; however, this manuscript will have a greater audience. The finding of this study is crucial to farmers pursuing cardamom farming as their profit earning farming.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the manuscript seems fine, however “Maximizing Profits and Resource Efficiency in Large Cardamom Farming: Insights from Lamjung, Nepal” can be a more audience-friendly, interesting and motivating title for this particular manuscript. 
	

	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.


	Basically, the abstract of the manuscript should follow in a funnel shape. Every sentence in the abstract should be supported by the following sentences. Here, the abstract seems independent, like aims, place and duration, methodology, result, and conclusion. Researchers can see if changes need to be made. However, the necessary components of abstract are available. The word count of the abstract should be around 200 words.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	On this note, the manuscript is scientifically excellent. Terms are coined in correct places, motivating the audience. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	As a peer reviewer, I suggest that the researcher could provide more references. More references mean more validation of the article. Researchers' findings should be supported by literature for impact.
	

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


	The language in the article is fine; it is clear and to the point.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Such articles have more scope in the present literature in the field of agriculture. More of study on agriculture is very necessary in growing demand on agriculture product. Such articles will definitely have a positive impact on those people who pursue commercial cardamom farming. Lately, the growing cardamom has seen a rise globally due to market demand. The findings in this article will motivate more farmers to practice commercial cardamom farming. I salute all the researchers for bringing such papers in needy times.
Few observations

· Excellent sample size (91) out of 960 households.

· Both qualitative and quantitative data collected, which has a greater advantage in the study.

· Secondary data was collected from a reliable source (AKC), which is an organization.

Suggestion

· Could have used SPSS software to analyse quantitative data, which is more user-friendly and reliable software for data analysis in research.

No plagiarism suspected.

No, competing interest issues.

No ethical issue surfaces in this manuscript.
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