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PART 1: Comments

	
	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.
	Given that Wayanad is recognized for having a large number of farmers engaged in banana production, the study is particularly pertinent there. Because it offers scientific proof of the particular institutional, financial, and procedural obstacles faced by Wayanad's insured banana farmers, this study is significant. Farmers will profit much from the SCIS in terms of assuring continuous output, and the study's findings will provide farmers with an intervention to improve and facilitate the benefits of SCIS.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The study's title is appropriate and clear throughout the investigation.
	

	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 content of the existing abstract is not yet structured like a professional abstract, even if it contains all the components required for a research abstract. The objective, methods, significant findings, and conclusion should all be covered in a brief, 150–250 word academic abstract. The length of this version makes it read more like a part of the entire research than an abstract. Please consider minor revision in the abstract as to its format.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The work is sound from a scientific standpoint, using suitable research methodology and data collection techniques. Both the severity of responses and the ranking of limitations have been precisely determined. Every aspect of the study is discussed in a transparent and scientific manner. However, since current literature is crucial for sustaining and contextualizing the research findings, it is advised to incorporate more recent references.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The current references are obsolete. For academic objectivity, the publication dates of the reference materials should be within 10 years from the date of the study. To guarantee that the study is current, pertinent, and reliable, sources should ideally be from 2015 onward. Please check your list of references and add more recent sources. A minimum of fifteen references, including books and journals, should be included in the study.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The article's quality makes it appropriate for academic communications. It makes use of words that are appropriate and thorough for the research.
	

	Optional/General comments
	The research study is timely and relevant in the District of Wayanad its people and farmers that are beneficiaries of SCIS. Please consider some revisions on the research for its meaningful outcome.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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