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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 because it looks closely at the actual costs and benefits of using different lining materials in agriculture. Farmers often struggle to decide which option is most durable and affordable, and this study gives them evidence-based guidance. By focusing on both economics and sustainability, it helps promote the use of materials that are not only cost-effective but also environmentally friendly. The findings can support better decision-making for farmers, researchers, and policymakers working to improve farm practices.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	Title seems ok
	

	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.


	All the essential points have been addressed in the abstract. However, to strengthen it further, the author may consider elaborating on the last sentence, particularly the statement that the B:C ratio was highest in Treatment 3. Adding brief details about the specific practice or material used in Treatment 3 will highlight the reason behind its superior performance and provide greater value to the findings. This will also help readers clearly understand the practical implications of adopting Treatment 3.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study presents important ground-truth findings. To strengthen the manuscript further, it is suggested that the author include appropriate references or citations in both the methodology and results sections. This will not only support the reliability of the approaches used but also align the study with existing literature, thereby enhancing its credibility and scientific value.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	After the Introduction, no references have been included in the manuscript (except one in methodology part). To strengthen the study, it is important that the author cites similar case studies from the same region, both while justifying the chosen approach and while presenting the findings/results. Incorporating such references will not only situate the study within the existing body of knowledge but also enhance the credibility and relevance of the work. The author is advised to revise this section accordingly.
	

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


	The manuscript is well-prepared; however, a few improvements in language and expression could make it more professional and easier to read. Refining the phrasing and flow will help convey the findings more effectively. Few grammatical errors have also been observed in the manuscript such as spelling of construction. Further, rabi can be written as Rabi,
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