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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.


	The study presents a great route for sustainable King chilli cultivation which helps in bridging the existing gap between cultivation and socioeconomic importance. The findings here are key for farmers in improving their output. This will help them have improved living standards contributing to one of the SDGs. This makes the study novel in the agricultural sector. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I am okay with the title
	

	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 comprehensive, but it looks too long for an abstract. I suggest you cut down on the extended contextual explanations that do not show a summary of what you have done. Do not overexplain things at this section, leave that for the discussion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	I think some of the references used do not directly relate to the focus of the study or support your experimental findings. I suggest you stay within the focus so that you do not lose the readers.
	

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


	The language is okay. I suggest you check on the punctuation, capitalization, and the inconsistencies in spacing. Just do some general formatting.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The statistical analysis/explanation was not well looked into. 
Kindly work on the economic analysis too; what was the depreciation method for polyhouse? was labour costs included under economic analysis? 
There are some speculations you were giving which were not supported by the method section and were not in the results section like; 18% higher capsaicin content, optimized cytokinin synthesis and root zone temperature.

 It will be more informing if you specify how the 0.12ha was divided among treatments and replication; this can help someone who wants to reproduce this data in a different location get the exact picture. 

Did you check on the soil pH or other soil characteristics like organic carbon, pest/disease management plan, irrigation methods or was there just natural rain?
Add reference to table within text.
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