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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.


	This manuscript has significance in agricultural sectors as it combines remote sensing and machine learning for crop area mapping. Utilizations and comparisons of 4 different ML algorithms can provide us the most useful methods for use in future. Estimations of banana area can help to predict the amount of growth of banana in an area, which can help to support policy formulations related to agricultural planning.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is not so clear, I suggest using Comparative Analysis of Machine Learning Algorithms for Satellite-Based Mapping of Banana in Rayalaseema, Andhra Pradesh, India.
	

	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.


	In the abstract, I do not see the clear problem statement, about why banana area mapping is crucial. Including accuracy assessment statistics will boost the abstract. Which algorithms performed better, should be mentioned. Start from general background, problem statement, how you are going to solve these existing problems, give methodological introductions, data, study area. And highlights the results and also include limitations if it has in abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, manuscript is scientifically correct in its overall goal, methodology and broad finings, however addition of clear and deeper justification is needed for example for accuracy assessment, also provide the clear objective of this manuscript.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Addition of supporting literature or references for RF, KNN, ML should be cited,  
	

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


	Language is suitable but sometimes lacks logical consistency and coherency
	

	Optional/General comments


	Abstract should be rewritten as per its own structure, in results sections there should be accuracy assessment table, not just area estimations from different machine learning algorithms. Which programming language or software was used? Discuss what is SNAP 11.0 and cite some references where it was previously used? Also figure needs to be reproduced because blank space occupies unnecessary blank space. More discussion about its significance and limitations should be written. 
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