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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 research indicates that banana cultivation through tissue culture is more efficient in terms of inputs, financially viable, and sustainable compared to traditional methods, even though it requires a higher initial investment. Greater implementation, along with education, technical assistance, and financial facilities, could significantly boost the income and productivity of banana farmers in the area. 
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	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.


	Abstract should be more specific and visionary. The study is limited by its small sample size, restricted geographic scope, and single-year data, which may reduce the generalizability of results. It also overlooks long-term sustainability, market dynamics, and environmental impacts associated with both cultivation methods. 
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	References are recent but try to study more articles. And add in this research.
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	(i) Try to add some statistical tools for calculation.

(ii) Standard of English is OK but expectation is more species.

(iii)  Attached Table should be more concise & specific.

(iv) Research Objectives and Methodology should be more organized and Specified.
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