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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.


	Interest in alternative energy has always been high due to its environmental benefits. However, only recently has technological development led to the widespread use of solar panels. As their cost has decreased, individual households have also begun to show interest in solar energy. Undoubtedly, the relevance of this article is driven by the growing need of urban households for sustainable and economically viable energy sources. Amid rising electricity tariffs and increasing concern for environmental safety, rooftop solar systems are becoming an increasingly attractive alternative, yet financial barriers still hinder their widespread adoption. It should be emphasized that this study is important not only for Mysuru but also for other cities with high solar intensity. Thus, the article contributes to understanding the factors that influence the financial feasibility and adoption of alternative energy systems in urban environments.
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	It is difficult for me to give a definitive assessment of the English language quality in this article because I am not a native speaker. However, the text is generally readable, and the main ideas are conveyed clearly.
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