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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.


	This manuscript is important for the scientific community because it compiles information on how climate change–related stresses affect vegetable production, crop physiology, yield stability, abiotic and biotic stresses, as well as management practices. This information is useful for researchers working on climate-resilient horticulture and sustainable production systems. Overall, it serves as a reference base that can support future research on stress tolerance, crop improvement, and climate-smart vegetable production.
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	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 is well presented and informative. However, it is slightly long and descriptive rather than analytical. The scope of the review should be stated more clearly, and long sentences should be shortened for better clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically relevant, and the information presented is generally consistent with established knowledge on the impacts of climate change on vegetable crops. The major stress responses, physiological effects, and adaptation strategies described are broadly correct and supported by the literature. However, the scientific rigor is limited because the review is largely descriptive rather than analytical, some claims lack recent supporting evidence, and interactions among multiple stresses are not well addressed. The novelty of the review is also limited, as it primarily summarizes existing knowledge without offering new synthesis, conceptual frameworks, or critical insights. Therefore, the manuscript requires substantial refinement in synthesis, clarity, and integration of evidence to meet the standards of a strong scientific review.
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	A sufficient number of relevant references are cited in the manuscript; however, incorporating more recent studies would further strengthen the review and ensure it reflects the latest advances in the field.
	

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


	The language quality of the article is moderately suitable for scholarly communication. Moderate editing is needed to improve clarity, sentence structure, grammatical errors, and consistency. Careful proofreading or professional language editing would significantly enhance the manuscript’s overall readability and presentation.
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