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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.


	This research is crucial for the scientific community as it explores the potential of agro-waste as a sustainable and cost-effective remediation technique for heavy metal-contaminated soil. With increasing concerns over soil pollution and its impact on agriculture and human health, eco-friendly solutions like agro-waste utilization offer an innovative approach to mitigating contamination. The study contributes valuable insights into waste management, circular economy practices and environmental restoration, aligning with global efforts toward sustainable soil remediation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, I suggest Sustainable Remediation of Heavy Metal-Contaminated Soil Using Agro-Waste
	

	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, it is correctly fitted to the work.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript presents a scientifically sound approach to investigating Vernonia amygdalina leaf extract for heavy metal remediation in spent engine oil-contaminated soil. The use of a (RCBD), proper controls and standard analytical methods ensures credibility. However, statistical validation and mechanism explanations would strengthen the findings further.
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	Yes, they are ok, please arrange in Alphabetical order.
	

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


	Many instances of awkward sentence structures and minor grammatical issues that could be revised for clarity. For instance, some sentences are overly long and may confuse the reader. Breaking them down into shorter sentences would improve readability.
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	1. Tittle: Try to change as suggested.

2. Keywords: Add more 1 or 2 Keywords.

3. Tables: Try to make Clear tables within the text that may attract the readers.

4. Conclusion: Need to be recheck, and add few more sentences.

5. Grammatical and sentence improvement needs to be done. Kindly go thorough it minutely.
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