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	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.


	The text stipulates a good economic evaluation of hydroponic basil cultivation under polyhouse conditions, tackling a critical gap in appraising the financial viability of controlled environment agriculture. By analysing cost, returns and benefit cost ratio, it gives a practical understanding of optimising infrastructure utilisation for higher profitability. The results contribute to advancing sustainable agricultural knowledge and offer policymakers, researchers, and farmers evidence-based guidance on accepting hydroponics in resource-constrained locations. Finally, the study supports the scientific foundation for scaling hydroponic farming as a climate-resilient solution to global food security challenges.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is clear, but wordy and generic. Here is a concise and shorter title.
“The Economic Feasibility of Hydroponic Basil Cultivation under Polyhouse Conditions”
	

	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 is detailed; however, it reads more like a summary of results and methods than a balanced abstract. It should briefly cover background, objective, methods, key findings, and implications or impact. To improve the abstract
i) Give a clear background on hydroponics and its importance
ii) State the objective or reason for analysing cost economics

iii) Mention the methods – NFT system and the extrapolation to 250m2
iv) There is too much numerical detail. Report only specific results such as yield, cost, BC ratio and payback time

v) Suggest future optimisation approaches
The keywords are okay, but consider Polyhouse farming, hydroponic basil and economic feasibility
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article is scientifically accurate in its estimates and reasoning.
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	The references are insufficient and only a few are recent. More recent peer-reviewed papers are required to strengthen the article
Note: only 3 out of 8 references are recent (that is, 2020-2022). Several are more than a decade – 2009, 2011, 2014, 2017. Peer-reviewed journal articles with references from the last 5 years (2019 – 2024) make the manuscript stronger. The addition of websites, the United Nations, and Bellona Foundation is okay, but should be complemented with peer-reviewed, Google Scholar, Scopus/WoS-indexed sources
Balance local studies (India, Nepal, Ecuador) with global (Europe, Africa, America, Asia) perspectives and comparative
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The script includes grammatical and structural errors, complex phrases, and conflicting use of tenses and definite articles. Some sentences are unnecessarily longer, which lowers clarity and scholarly tone. For instance, “now a days many countries are facing food problems”. This can be written as “nowadays, many countries are facing food insecurity”.

Make use of Grammarly and QuillBot to correct the tenses, punctuation, definite articles, and language structure. Also, check the font sizes and styles to be consistent.
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No ethical issues found.
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