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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.


	The manuscript is of great value to the scientific community because it supports horticultural therapy as a comprehensive, evidence-based intervention to promote the physical, psychological, and social well-being of individuals with disabilities. The study combines the knowledge of psychology, environmental science, and rehabilitation medicine to fill the gaps between the conventional and contemporary health care in terms of therapeutic practice. It helps the development of research on nature-based therapies, providing a sustainable and inclusive treatment method of rehabilitation. Moreover, it offers useful recommendations to policymakers, clinicians, and researchers who seek to advocate for mental health, environmental sustainability, and community-based care models in other parts of the world.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title that is used now, Horticulture Therapy: A Tool for Betterment of Differently Abled People, is easily understandable and applicable to the theme of the research, but it could be made more scholarly and inclusive. The phrase of betterment is rather informal, and one can use another term differently abled instead of betterment to be consistent with the traditional scholarly terms. A better and more professional solution would then be:
Horticultural Therapy: Nature Approach to the well being of people with disabilities.

This is a clear, brief and scientifically correct revised title which portrays clearly the therapeutic and evidence-based significance of the paper.
	

	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.


	Yes, the article abstract is exhaustive since it has clearly explained the idea, history, mechanisms and the benefits of horticultural therapy in persons with disabilities. It is a good summary of the key concepts and results of the manuscript. Nevertheless, several hints are provided to make it more precise and clear in scientific terms. The historical background might be reduced in length and it would be helpful to have a short statement of the research gap or the need of the study to support the abstract. Moreover, it should also be more focused by including a more concise statement of the type of study (i.e. review or conceptual paper) and emphasizing the measurable therapeutic outcomes. It would also be better to conclude with a sentence that will underline the overall importance and the prospects of horticultural therapy.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. It is thoroughly studied and backed up with valid sources by experts such as the world health organization and other reputable scientific journals. The theoretical basis including Biophilia Theory, Attention Restoration Theory and Overload and Arousal Theory are properly introduced and well connected with the therapeutic processes of the horticultural therapy. It is in line with scientific evidence concerning the discussion of the physical, psychological, and social benefits. Nevertheless, the scientific rigor could be improved by making slight improvements in the data presentation and making findings and theoretical interpretations more clearly distinguished. The article is generally well scientifically viable and logically consistent.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the sources mentioned in the manuscript are adequate and topical, which include both the classic and recent research on the topic of horticultural therapy. The paper also uses the right sources, including classic ones, i.e., those by Wilson (1984), Kaplan and Kaplan (1989), and Ulrich (1984) and more recent ones, i.e., Beela and Thankappan (2021), Kotozaki (2021), and WHO (2023). They offer a moderate perspective of theory and practice.

Nevertheless, integrating some additional new global research (after 2020) may enhance the up-to-date nature and international applicability of the manuscript. As an example, the following may be taken:

 Soga, M., Gaston, K. J., & Yamaura, Y. (2021). Recreation and mental health in the COVID-19 pandemic through nature. Scientific Reports, 11(1), 1-10.

 Elsadek, M., Liu, B., & Lian, Z. (2020). Green spaces and their restorative effect: The horticultural therapy and its effects on health. Urban Forestry Urban Greening, 54, 126774.

These additions would offer more solid contemporary evidence in backing the discussion of the manuscript on the psychological and healing effects of nature based therapies. On the whole, the list of references is sufficient but might use some more recent international research.
	

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


	The article has an appropriate language and English level that can be used in scholarly communication. The paper is concise, logical, and structured appropriately with relevant scholarly words, scientific terminologies. The concepts are logically organized, and the transition between the sections is easy. Nevertheless, a few grammatical and stylistic corrections might contribute to the increased level of readability. As an example, the length of some sentences can be reduced to make them easier to understand, and some words (e.g., "betterment" or rather "improvement" etc.) may be substituted with more formal academic terms, e.g., enhancement or improvement. Compared to the other two papers, the paper is well written and complies with the rules to be published in an academic journal, although it needs minor revision. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article is composed in a clear, informative, and useful way and is a significant addition to the expanding literature on nature-based therapies. It is useful in underlining the therapeutic, psychological as well as social advantages of horticultural therapy to individuals with disabilities. The combination of theory and practical implementation contributes to scientificity and topicality. Nevertheless, the small corrections like the revision of the abstract, some recent references and the overall coherence of the terms could still be made to make it more understandable and academic. Generally, the paper has high publication potential and provides valuable information to the researcher, caregivers, and policymakers in the area of inclusive and sustainable therapeutic practices. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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