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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 review article addresses a timely and increasingly relevant topic at the intersection of agriculture, nutrition, sustainability, and agri-entrepreneurship. By synthesizing current knowledge on microgreens production, nutritional value, business models, and sustainability aspects, the manuscript contributes to a growing body of literature supporting controlled environment agriculture and functional foods. The article is particularly valuable for researchers, small-scale entrepreneurs, and policymakers interested in urban farming, sustainable food systems, and health-oriented agricultural innovations. With further refinement, the manuscript has the potential to serve as a useful reference for both academic and applied stakeholders in the microgreens sector.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable and clearly reflects the scope of the review. However, it could be slightly refined for grammatical consistency and academic clarity.

Suggested alternative titles:

· Emerging Opportunities and Challenges in the Microgreens Business: A Comprehensive Review

· Microgreens Business: Emerging Opportunities, Challenges, and Future Prospects
	

	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 provides a clear overview of the topic, highlighting consumer demand, nutritional benefits, production systems, and economic potential. However, it can be strengthened by:

· Clearly stating the objective and scope of the review (e.g., market trends, cultivation systems, sustainability, and business challenges).

· Briefly mentioning the methodological approach (e.g., synthesis of recent literature).

· Including a clear concluding statement emphasizing key implications for industry and research.

· Overall, minor revision is suggested to improve clarity, structure, and scholarly completeness.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and well-aligned with existing literature. Definitions of microgreens, distinctions from sprouts, nutritional attributes, cultivation methods, and sustainability considerations are generally accurate and supported by credible references. However, the following improvements are recommended:

· Reduce repetition, particularly in the introduction and cultivation sections.

· Improve logical flow by clearly separating biological, technological, and business-related discussions.

· Ensure consistency in terminology, units, and timelines (e.g., growth duration, harvesting stage).

· Some statements related to health benefits would benefit from clearer qualification (e.g., distinguishing evidence from in vitro, in vivo, or epidemiological studies).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the reference list is extensive, relevant, and largely up to date, with many citations from 2020–2025. The inclusion of peer-reviewed journals such as Foods, Food Research International, Trends in Food Science & Technology, and Heliyon strengthens the credibility of the review.

Minor suggestions:

· Ensure uniform citation style and correct duplication (e.g., repeated references such as Gunjal et al., 2024).

· Consider adding market or policy-focused references (e.g., FAO, OECD, or regional agri-food market reports) to strengthen the business dimension.
	

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


	The manuscript is understandable, but it requires moderate language polishing to meet international scholarly standards. Recommended improvements include:

· Correction of grammatical errors and typographical issues.

· Streamlining long sentences for clarity and readability.

· Ensuring consistent academic tone throughout the manuscript.

· A professional English language edit is strongly recommended prior to publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The inclusion of figures is appreciated, but clearer captions and in-text integration would enhance readability.

· A short conceptual framework or summary table linking production methods, nutritional value, business models, and sustainability could significantly strengthen the review.

· The conclusion is strong but could be more concise and aligned with the review objectives stated earlier in the manuscript.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No ethical issues are identified. This is a review article based on previously published literature and does not involve human or animal experimentation.
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