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	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.


	This manuscript is important to the scientific community as it provides stage-specific insights into the impact of soil moisture stress on yield, yield-attributing traits, and fruit quality of banana, a highly water-sensitive and economically important crop. The study also demonstrates the potential of acetyl salicylic acid as an effective, low-cost physiological tool to mitigate drought stress and sustain productivity under water-limited conditions. By integrating stress physiology with practical field management, the findings contribute valuable knowledge for improving drought resilience in banana cultivation. The results have direct relevance for researchers, extension workers, and policymakers working on climate-smart horticulture and sustainable water management strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is partially suitable, but it requires minor revision to improve scientific clarity, grammatical accuracy, and to better reflect the core focus of the study.

Issues with the current title:
· “yield attributing” should be corrected to “yield-attributing”
· The scientific name is incorrectly formatted

· The title does not highlight the acetyl salicylic acid (ASA) priming, which is a key component and novelty of the study

Suggested alternative title:
Effect of soil moisture stress and acetyl salicylic acid priming on yield and fruit quality of banana (Musa spp.) cv. Champa
This revised title is clearer, scientifically accurate, and more informative, making it more suitable for publication in a scholarly journal.


	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is largely comprehensive and well structured, as it clearly states the objective of the study, experimental location and design, treatments, and the major findings related to yield and quality parameters. The inclusion of quantitative results strengthens the abstract and helps readers quickly understand the magnitude of treatment effects.

However, a few minor improvements are suggested:

· Briefly mention the growth stages (3, 5, and 7 MAP) in relation to their sensitivity to moisture stress to better highlight the stage-specific nature of the study.

· Add one short phrase indicating the practical significance of ASA application (e.g., its relevance for drought-prone regions or climate-resilient banana production).

· Avoid excessive numerical ranges where possible by summarizing trends, to improve readability.

No major deletions are required, as all included components are relevant to the study objectives. Overall, the abstract effectively represents the research but would benefit from slight refinement for clarity and broader impact.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and technically correct. The experimental design (Randomized Block Design with adequate replications), treatment structure, and statistical comparisons are appropriate for evaluating the effects of soil moisture stress and acetyl salicylic acid priming in banana. The observed reductions in yield, yield-attributing traits, and fruit quality under moisture stress, as well as the mitigating effects of ASA, are physiologically logical and well supported by existing literature.

The interpretation of results is consistent with known mechanisms of water stress, including reduced assimilate availability and impaired fruit development, and the discussion appropriately relates the findings to earlier studies. Only minor improvements related to clarity, consistency in terminology, and language polishing are required; these do not affect the scientific validity of the work.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the manuscript are generally sufficient and relevant to support the objectives, methodology, and interpretation of results. They include studies on banana physiology, moisture stress, drought responses, and the use of antitranspirants or stress‐mitigating compounds, which adequately frame the research context. However, most references are from 2013–2021, with relatively few recent (last 5–7 years) citations directly addressing drought stress mitigation or salicylic acid–mediated stress tolerance in banana or related fruit crops.

To further strengthen the manuscript, the inclusion of a few more recent and focused references is suggested, particularly on:

· Role of salicylic acid/acetyl salicylic acid in abiotic stress tolerance in horticultural crops

· Physiological and biochemical responses of banana to drought stress
· Climate change–related water stress management strategies in perennial fruit crops

Suggested additional references (examples):
· Ramírez-Sánchez et al. (2022). Drought-induced oxidative stress and antioxidant responses in banana.

· Teoh et al. (2022). Water stress effects on photosynthesis and yield in banana cultivars.

· Hasanuzzaman et al. (2020). Salicylic acid-mediated regulation of abiotic stress tolerance in plants.

· Panigrahi et al. (2021). Soil moisture stress effects on growth and yield of banana.

· Khan et al. (2021). Salicylic acid as a signaling molecule in plant stress tolerance.

Overall, the reference list is acceptable, but updating it with recent, high-impact studies will enhance the manuscript’s scientific depth and contemporary relevance.


	

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


	The language and English quality of the manuscript are generally understandable, and the scientific content is clearly conveyed; however, it is not yet fully suitable for scholarly communication in its present form. The manuscript contains several grammatical errors, inconsistent verb tenses, awkward sentence constructions, and repetitive phrases (e.g., “Table-1 show,” “similar as result reported by,” and inconsistent use of articles and prepositions).

Additionally, there are minor issues with scientific writing style, such as informal expressions, inconsistent formatting of tables and references, and occasional typographical errors. These issues do not affect the scientific validity of the study but require careful language editing and proofreading. Overall, the manuscript would benefit from professional English editing or thorough revision to meet the standards of an international peer-reviewed journal.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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