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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.


	This submission does not meet basic standards of research and journal papers. The methodology is not clearly presented. Information collection and analysis mentioned in the methodology section seem not used in the analysis. The references are not properly cited, citation used in the text is not documented in the reference section. Discussion is not done properly and there are many disconnects in the analysis.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. The title looks okay.
	

	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.


	No. Management interventions are mentioned as green infrastructure. While the main text is not comprehensive, the abstract cannot be improved. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Not. 
Methodology is not clear. Information from the tools mentioned in the methodology section are not documented in the ‘result and discussion’ section. The term ‘results’ is not appropriate based on the methodology. The text is not coherently presented and readability is very poor. Many important points are written without reference (evidence)
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are not properly placed, they are not in order, many references mentioned in the text are not included in the reference list. 
	

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


	Language is not so bad and can be improved further.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The author(s) would be better resubmit the manuscript. It is not worth publishing at its current state. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

There is no information about the individuals, agencies and groups consulted. 
It is no information about the questions used in the interviews, group discussions. There is no information about what was asked, discussed and what was the response from the respondents, participants of the group discussion etc. 
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