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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 present manuscript provides a comprehensive and location-specific economic evaluation of low-cost and hi-tech polyhouse technologies under temperate conditions of Srinagar district, J&K (UT). By integrating cost return analysis with constraint assessment using Garrett’s Ranking Technique, the study offers valuable empirical evidence on the financial viability and adoption barriers of protected cultivation systems. The findings are particularly relevant for regions facing climatic constraints and limited land resources and they contribute to informed policy formulation, extension strategies and technology dissemination in protected horticulture.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and clearly reflects the scope, location and comparative nature of the study. It succinctly conveys the economic focus on low-cost and hi-tech polyhouses in Srinagar district. No change is suggested.
	

	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 and well structured
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate, relevant and include recent studies up to 2025. They appropriately cover economic analysis, protected cultivation and constraint assessment. No additional references are mandatory, although inclusion of a few more region-specific studies from Himalayan or temperate regions could further strengthen the discussion.


	

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


	Yes, the language is clear, coherent and suitable for academic communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well organized with logical flow between sections. The comparative analysis across blocks adds strength to the study. Tables and figures effectively support the results. The study has strong practical relevance for farmers, extension agencies and policymakers working in protected cultivation.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No ethical issues are observed.
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