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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 manuscript will provides a good overview of the microgreens and if it clearly prepared and presented with recent studies.  It could benefit from some refinements to enhance clarity, conciseness, and impact. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is not suitable because the business part was not touched and insufficient. Or must support with recent studies on its business parts, the challenges and the opportunities in food systems.

My suggestion should be ‘ Microgreens: The Emerging opportunities and challenges 
	

	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 lacks important things like objective and methodology. A review abstract must explain how the information was gathered. Readers need to know the scope to trust the "current status" Add a sentence such as: "A systematic search of databases (e.g., PubMed, Scopus, Web of Science) was conducted using keywords like 'microgreens,' 'bioactive compounds,' and 'vertical farming,' resulting in the analysis of peer-reviewed articles published between year x and year Y.

The review abstract should briefly mentioned a specific high-value finding.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript lacks in addressing appropriate studies. The review could benefit from a more structured flow, properly use punctuations, and should be properly cited following the journals guideline. Besides, it is important to discuss potential confounding factors or alternative explanations for the observed review results.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Though the references are recent they are not sufficient. A review should address more than 50 different peer reviewed articles. 
	

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


	The language is sufficient for communication if the authors add some punctuations as suggested in the original article.
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