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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.


	Topic is good. But the article needs major revision for publishing as it is a scientific paper
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No, because Eichhornia crassipes and Scirpus validus are not native species of Nigeria. Both are native to South America and North America respectively. 

‘Phytoremediation Potential of selected Wetland species in Mitigating Heavy Metal Pollution in the Niger Delta, Nigeria’


	

	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.


	Abstract is not bad, but average
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. Methodology part is incomplete and there is no clarity, it should be re-writed. 
2. It was mentioned in the sample collection part that five replicate samples were collected. But it was not seen in the result portion.

3. Similarly, it was mentioned that only three plant species Eichhornia crassipes, Typha latifolia and Phragmites australis
 were collected for heavy metal studies and in the result portion it becomes 5 species. 
4. Statistical analyses were mentioned in the methodology part, but nothing was shown in the result. 

5. Physico chemical properties of soil such as pH, Electrical conductivity, organic matter content and particle size were mentioned in the methodology part, but nothing were shown in the result portion. 
6. Acid -digestion procedure of samples was also missing. 

7. Over all, major portion in the methodology part is missing. It must be re-writed.

8. Bio-accumulation factor, Translocation factor and bioconcentration factor were calculated, but the formula is not included, it should be added.

9. No clarity in the ‘List.3 & List 4’ what it means

 
	

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

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


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

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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