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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 provides valuable insights into the profitability of Shilbilati potato farming and intermediary trading in northern Bangladesh. By focusing on traditional storage systems, the study highlights an under-researched yet practically significant issue for farmers and local markets. The work contributes to agricultural economics, food system sustainability, and rural livelihoods, making it relevant for both policymakers and researchers in agricultural extension and development.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear, concise, and accurately reflects the content of the manuscript. No change required.
	

	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.


	· The abstract adequately presents the research objectives, methodology, and findings. However, it contains some grammatical issues and could be made more concise. Suggested improvements:

· Correct phrases such as “despite of its” → “despite its.”

· Present findings in a clearer order (objective → method → result → policy implication).


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodology (survey, tabular/statistical analysis) is appropriate, though more detail on sample justification and significance testing would strengthen rigor. Minor factual correction is needed (the mention of Albizia lebbeck is inaccurate for potato).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and include both older and recent works. However, consistency in formatting is required, and a few newer references on storage economics in South Asia could be added.
	

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


	The English requires moderate editing for grammar, clarity, and conciseness. Sentences are sometimes long and awkwardly phrased.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Major Revision
· The manuscript is valuable and suitable for publication after revisions.
· Improvements are mainly needed in English language editing, clarification of methodology, and strengthening of discussion and references.
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