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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 topic is great and a timely one. It can help reveal how people connect food, health and climate change. It can also guide policies for sustainable food and health systems, thereby encouraging community participation and self-reliance in food production. Additionally, it would promote physical and mental wellness through nature-based living. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable; however, I would personally suggest it to be entitled as, “Public Perceptions of Nutrition Gardening: An Integrated Approach to Climate Change, Malnutrition, and Mental Health”.
	

	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 good, but has provision for improvement. 
1. The number of respondents can be increased, which will improve the generalizability.

2. Although mental health is mentioned in the title, the abstract doesn’t clearly state how it was assessed or linked to gardening. A short mention about the specific indicators or findings related to mental health would make it stronger.

3. The abstract mentions about “online survey” but doesn’t specify the tool or sampling method used. Needs a brief mention.

4. The results are mostly descriptive, including percentages. Including correlations and relationships can make it more insightful.  

5. The abstract could mention specify policy implications or community-level actions derived from findinds.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, 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.
	The references include a small number of studies conducted in the past five years. The Review section includes the latest study from 2020 and none after that. The reference section has only one study from 2025. A couple of latest studies need to be included.
	

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


	Perfectly written with respect to grammar and language.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is well-designed and accomplished and is suitable for publication.
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