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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	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 manuscript is important for the scientific community as it offers valuable insights into the motivational factors influencing litchi cultivation. By focusing on a specific geographic region in Bangladesh, the study highlights how socio-economic and psychological factors shape farming decisions. The findings can inform targeted policy interventions and guide future research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable, but it could be enhanced to ensure clarity and appeal to a broader scientific audience’ I will suggest this title: 
“Motivational Factors Influencing Litchi Cultivation: A case study of farmers in Kapasia Upazila, Gazipur District, Bangladesh” 
	

	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.
	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct, but it requires improvement in language and analytical depth.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference is not sufficient. Some of the references in the reference list are not properly stated. More literatures need to be added.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language and English quality are not yet suitable for scholarly communication and requires extensive editing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The authors should have a separate section for literature review instead of combining it with introduction. 
· The diagram of the conceptualize framework should be placed under the literature review rather than in Methodology (study area). 
· Relevant literature should be cited to support the result findings in the result section. 
· Thorough proofreading is necessary to correct grammatical errors and eliminate write erroneous words. 
· The reference list is not well organised and should be arranged alphabetically.
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