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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 title is poorly articulated. ‘Horticulture’ is a discipline (horticultural practices) and not a landscape or green infrastructure component. While the content of the study is significant, it did not capture the intricacies of environmental issues as it affects Pune.
The author does not understand the difference between the role of a horticulturist, urban planner, and landscape architect. The lack of the various roles of these professions and the various green infrastructure components made this study clumsy and inadequate. What are the instruments used to determine the scientific metrics of green infrastructural components in Pune? 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No. I would suggest; “Exploring the Role of Green Infrastructure Components and Horticultural Practices in Enhancing the Ecosystem in Pune”.
(“Exploring the Role of Green Infrastructure Components and Horticultural Practices in Enhancing the Ecosystem in Pune”).
	

	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 should be reworked. Short introduction, research framework or philosophy, methodology, findings, conclusion, and recommendations. The author should follow this order and rewrite the abstract. Delete all the citations in the abstracts (Singh & Gupta, 2020 …). Why would you combine the roles of horticulturists, urban planners, and environmental conservationists? Delete this part in the second paragraph. Do you know the roles and the contributions of these professionals to the environment? Please focus on horticulture and horticultural practices. You may only discuss other relevant professionals in the literature review section briefly. You must also study the role of a landscape architect. I think landscape architecture is more closely linked to horticulture than urban planning. 
Check the difference between an urban planner and an urban designer. You will see that urban designers are of more relevance than urban planners.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is too short. This a short report and not an article. It lacks scientific focus and empirical relevance. Appropriate tools are not deployed for data capturing, analysis, and assessments.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions for additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No. References are too few and obsolete and the relevant journals are not studied. Five references only are not appropriate for an article. Is this a research proposal?
	

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


	Yes. However, it must be proofread for grammatical accuracy. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	This study is largely inconclusive and incomplete. The author should follow the sequence of writing a research article (Introduction, Literature Review, Methodology, Findings and Discussion, Conclusion/Recommendations) and resubmit according.
How did you collate the data in Tables 1 – 7? What research instrument did you? The full paper should be submitted for further review. Inappropriate data extractions and manipulations are suspected. Your methodology is not clearly stated.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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