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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.


	1. Why should this type of manuscript that deals with a type of food and industrial product be given importance. 1. 1. The banana tree is a perennial plant, which is considered as a cultural and civilizational symbol of some countries, including India, for social economic development, which is discussed in this manuscript. 1. 2. Due to its genetic structure and parthenocarpy, the banana tree produces whole food and seedless fruit, which is discussed in this manuscript. 1. 3. Banana is considered a trade product in India and other countries due to the cluster fruit production structure. 1. 4. The idea of dealing with biochar and process tissue culture in this manuscript is a scientific and technical proposal to preserve the value of soil in this challenging world, which can be attractive and acceptable to a peer reviewer in agriculture.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. Because the structure of the text is consistent with the title.
	

	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.


	No. Because, the abstract of the manuscript without proper conclusion is not universally acceptable. In other words, an attractive and acceptable abstract should include one or two effective sentences from the results and discussion section at the end of the abstract. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This manuscript of the researcher (researchers) can be accepted as a whole, but some of the text structures are not consistent with the conclusion. For example, methodology, 10 experimental culture media (T1 to T10), were not properly managed. If the meaning or purpose of the author(s) is the effect of 10 culture environments on the target type, the collected data should be managed in a table in the methodology section. Otherwise, measurements, etc. related to the results and discussion should be included. The measured tables of 10 cultivation environments in the results and discussion section can be correct in my opinion due to the type of effectiveness, but the explanation is not complete. For example, the author(s) are advised to define the information in Table 1 in column 1, where 10 components (Tn) are managed, in a footnote or in the text, and shorten the length of the table.
Note: Since the treatments (Tn) are defined in the methodology section, (T1) and... (T10), the author(s) should only write (Tn) in the table.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used in the manuscript are somewhat recent and acceptable, and I did not see any problems.
	

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


	Yes. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The conclusion section is very short and weak. It is recommended to the author(s), to make the conclusion richer and more universal from the findings of the results and discussion section. 
This manuscript can be published in the world with the necessary recommendations that have been effective in improving the quality of the text.
In the end, I wish success to the management of the journal and the author(s) in improving the manuscript and in more globalization.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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