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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 manuscript presents a comprehensive and timely review on the role of nanoparticles (NPs) in horticultural crops, with particular emphasis on nutrient delivery, abiotic and biotic stress mitigation, and sustainable horticultural practices.
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	1. The manuscript contains numerous grammatical errors, awkward sentence constructions, inconsistent tense usage, and typographical mistakes (e.g., spacing issues, broken words like “photosyn- thesis”, inconsistent symbols and units).

2. The manuscript is very lengthy and sometimes reads like a compilation of individual study summaries rather than a critical review.
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