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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer's comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct
the manuscript and highlight that part in the
manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Arethe references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide
additional suggestions/comments)

While the review article carries significant importance within the scientific community, |1 do
have the following comments for the author. The title of the article is good. | have listed my
comments for the author as follows;

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7

8)

The abstract needs modification. | suggest the author indicate the objective of the
article, methods used, major findings, and suggestions for policymakers.

The author did not use any numbers to indicate sections and subsections of the
paper. | suggest that the author include numbers to indicate the sections and
subsections of the review article.

Being areview article, the review article has only one table and no figures or graphs
at all. | suggest that the author add more relevant tables and figures to the
manuscript.

| also suggest that the author present the ideas listed under 'Fertigation in Vertical
Farming & Plant-Growing Media in a Vertical Farm' using a figure or table.

Why the manuscript is done? | recommend that the author provide a more detailed
explanation of the contribution made by the review article.

The overall structure of the review article is not clear, resulting in a lack of a smooth
flow of ideas. Therefore, | suggest that the authors indicate the structure of the
manuscript and use appropriate conjunction words to enhance the readability of the
review article.

| also suggest the author revise the conclusion section. It is not clear whether it is
solely a conclusion or if it incorporates recommendations/suggestions for
policymakers.

Proofreading is required

Minor REVISION comments

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

| suggest that the author revise the conclusion section. It is not clear whether it is solely a
conclusion or if it incorporates recommendations/suggestions for policymakers.

Optional/General comments

In addition to my comments, | strongly suggest the author improve the overall structure of the
review article.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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