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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 very useful as it gives a broad yet clear understanding of protected cultivation technologies. It helps farmers, researchers, and policymakers to explore sustainable off-season vegetable production. I like the practical approach and data tables included. It’s a good guide for modern horticulture under changing climates.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and reflects the content well. No change is needed.


	

	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 mostly comprehensive. You might simplify a few sentences and mention one or two key technologies briefly for better clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. It covers technical aspects well, is supported by data, and references relevant studies. The classification of structures and benefits are well discussed. The paper is well-structured and informative.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, references are both sufficient and recent. No additional ones needed at this time.
	

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


	Yes, the English is clear and appropriate for academic readers. Some minor grammatical errors can be improved.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The topic is highly relevant and timely.

2. Good use of tables to present data.

3. Well-organized sections with clear headings.

4. Could add a short case study or field success story.

5. Some images could be labeled more clearly for better understanding.
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