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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.


	This manuscript is beneficial for those who seek to gather a bird's eye view of the current sustainable urban horticulture practices. It is a valuable addition to the scientific committee, especially for those with minimal or only a basic knowledge of this topic.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable.
	

	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.


	An adequate abstract. However, improvements can be made with regard to the purpose (objectives) in the abstract. For example, the manuscript talks about 7 purposes (objectives) of this manuscript. Understandably, perhaps due to word count, the abstract may not be able to accommodate all the objectives. That said, perhaps summarise the 7 objectives or choose the main purpose (general objective) for the abstract. 
Next, the objective in the abstract talks about presenting the different practices, but in the manuscript, the first objective (which I assume is the general objective) talks about assessing the practices. Perhaps authors can stick to one? The authors provided pros and cons to the technique, so maybe the general objective of this review is “assessing” the practices
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	For improvements, the figures should also include the contributors; for example, they should be adopted, adapted, or self-contributed by the authors. Figure 1, 2, 3, 4, 6 do not have the source.
Second, the in-text citations are not consistent. Here are some examples taken from the manuscript

(AlShrouf, 2017)

(Ikerd, (2018)

(Priya, and Senthil, (2024)

Some have and addition “(“, while others do not. Authors should follow one style. 

This is not a must; it may be just a difference in writing style, which is my comment on this manuscript's purpose (objective). Authors can follow a more academic one, with the most important one as the “general objective” and the others “specific objectives”. 

Tables in the manuscript should follow APA style, meaning no vertical lines, only horizontal ones at the heading and also the end of the table. 


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some of the references do not have a DOI, and understandably, older published articles may not have a DOI. However, the majority of the citations are relatively new and should all have the DOIs included in the bibliography. 
	

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


	Suitable and sufficiently easy to understand. However, English could benefit significantly from proofreading for clarity, sentence structuring and grammar correction. 
	

	Optional/General comments
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)
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