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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 paper has a significant and timely subject which is related to the contemporary agricultural and biological studies. It is a general overview of the contribution of exotic crops to food security, economics and sustainability. The literature can be helpful to researchers, policymakers, and practitioners. It provides context to the available literature.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is topical and responds to the theme of the entire manuscript. It gives the clear indication of the emphasis on the non-native contribution of plants to agriculture. A more formal expression would be better academically. Overall, it is acceptable.
	

	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 discusses the key goals and coverage of the manuscript. Nevertheless, it might be enhanced by briefly pointing out the novelty and conclusions. It would be better with minor condensation. There are no significant additions to be made.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The paper is scientifically well-grounded and conceptualized. Literature and logical reasoning are used to support arguments. Certain arguments could be given better connection to the referenced literature. In general, the scientific underpinning is agreeable.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The list of references is very long and pertinent to the subject matter. It contains a combination of new and old research. The manuscript could be strengthened by the inclusion of a few more very recent high-impact review. References are right now suitable but can be improved.
	

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


	The language is clear and acceptable in a scholarly communication. There are few grammatical and stylistic problems. Certain sections can be made better in terms of structure of the sentences. It is advisable that professional editing should be done.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article is well structured and addresses various aspects of the subject. There are certain passages that are long and might be shorter. Better inter-sectional coherence would produce increased readability. This could be enhanced by figures or summary tables.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

This manuscript does not demonstrate any ethical issues. No human and animal experimentation is involved in the study. Ethical requirements seem to be achieved.
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