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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 topic of the study Floriculture for Climate Mitigation and Urban Greening being based on scope and strategies is worth accentuating. This is because the floriculture as a science that deals with the growing ornamental plants, flowers, and decorative landscaping species is no doubt significant in the present time where the effects of climate changes are devastatingly being felt over the globe from the polar region, temperate and of course severe in the tropics. The knowledge, if put into use by every household will go a long way to mitigate the effects of climate change. More still, greening environment is not only beautiful and pleasant to the eyes but it is very vital aspect of micro climate that aid significantly in climate mitigation.
The depth of the study where different flowers (names both common and scientific) were identified and their functions in the environment specified among others are commendable making of importance to the community-though no specific community identified by the Author/s. similarly, the ability of the work to intensively looked at the effects of the increasing crop yield, health of soil, and reducing greenhouse gas emissions as well as the preservation of biodiversity combined to make the study of significance.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It 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.


	The abstract is not comprehensive enough. 
· The introduction was comprehensive enough but did not capture the methods of the study.

· The findings/results have not been clearly stated in the abstract.

· Inference has not been clearly drawn as well as the recommendation/s

· There is no keyword. Provide at least five.

Generally, there is the need for the author/s to adhere to the pattern of capturing abstract under the following: aim/objective, study design, place and duration of study, methodology, results and conclusion.
· The Author/s need to come up with a good abstract that will holistically capture the general work carried out.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript did not adhere to the Journal’s pattern; therefore it is not scientifically correct. 

· Apart from the introduction, there is no specification of the section of the manuscript. 
· There is no delineation between the introduction and materials and methods; methods and results and discussion and the results and discussion and conclusion.
· A very rich manuscript produced in a form of lecture note.

· Rename the pictures as figures

· Ensure that the title of the figures are written beneath it

· The subheadings are so many. You may consider merging some. 

It is important that the Author/s restructure the manuscript in accordance to the Journal’s template.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	They are sufficient but you may wish to put emphasis on recent literatures (2015 to date).
Use single line spacing 
	

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


	Very suitable. 
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