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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 holds significant importance, as oil spills contribute extensively to land and water pollution, posing serious threats to aquatic life and other organisms. Developing a cost-effective and eco-friendly remediation method is crucial for mitigating this environmental hazard. Furthermore, the proposed approach provides valuable insights that can aid other researchers in understanding the underlying mechanisms and exploring its potential integration with other treatment strategies for enhanced effectiveness.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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 lacks clarity, coherence, and a structured format necessary to effectively communicate the study's aim, methodology, key findings, and conclusion. It is suggested to the author to revise the abstract for better understanding of the research paper.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The abstract lacks clarity, coherence, and a structured format necessary to effectively communicate the study's aim, methodology, key findings, and conclusion. It is suggested to the author to revise the abstract for better understanding of the research paper.
2. It is suggested that the author includes a brief discussion at the end of the introduction highlighting the existing research gap and how this study addresses it. Clearly articulating the gap will strengthen the study's significance and provide context for its contribution to the field.
3. It is recommended that the author incorporate appropriate references in the Methodology section to support the experimental design, analytical techniques, and statistical approaches used in the study.
4. In a research paper, the Results section should present the key findings along with an interpretation of the data, rather than just displaying tables and figures. It should describe the observed trends, patterns, and statistical significance while explaining their potential implications. Additionally, this section should highlight how the findings contribute to addressing the identified research gap, demonstrating the study’s relevance and potential impact. So, it is suggested to the author rewrite the result section.
5. Check for the font of TPH value in table 2 Mean physiochemical properties of dried water hyacinth
6. Check for the grammatical error in the word “week” of table 6.

7. Please include Figure 1 and Figure 2 in the Results section to enhance its significance and clarity.

8. Additionally, in the last paragraph of the Conclusion section, the sentence:

"ThewaterhyacinthalsohadabufferingeffectonthetestmicrococsmbyincreasingthepHofthebiostimulatedsoilstoapHrangefavourableforbiodegradation,whencomparedwiththecontroltestsoils.Therefore,theuseofwaterhyacinthiseffectiveintheremediationofcrudeoilcontaminatedsoil"

lacks proper spacing between words. Kindly revise it for readability and coherence.

9. It is recommended that the author include Acknowledgements, Ethical statement, Declaration of Interest and Author’s Contribution sections following the Conclusion to enhance the completeness of the manuscript.
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