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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.


	The manuscript is important as it provides a detailed economic comparison between tissue culture and conventional banana cultivation under different farm sizes in Amravati district. Such studies are useful for understanding the cost structure, input utilization, and profitability of advanced cultivation technologies. The findings will benefit researchers, policymakers, and farmers in making informed decisions about resource allocation and technology adoption in banana cultivation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and clearly conveys the focus and scope of the study. It is concise, informative, and relevant to the content.
	

	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 well written and gives a clear idea about objectives, methodology, and key findings. However, mentioning the analytical framework used (like standard cost concept) in one line would make it more complete.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate. The data are well presented, and the analysis follows standard economic cost concepts. Results are logically interpreted and supported by tables and discussion.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient and relevant. Most are recent and directly related to the study area. Inclusion of one or two recent studies from other banana-growing states could strengthen the literature base.
	

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


	Yes, the language is clear and appropriate for a scientific paper. A few minor grammatical corrections can be done during final editing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	A very well-structured and informative paper. The comparative analysis between tissue culture and conventional systems is well explained. Tables are comprehensive and easy to follow. The manuscript contributes valuable economic insights for banana growers and the extension sector.
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