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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 manuscript provides valuable insights into the use of indigenous wetland plant species for the phytoremediation of heavy metal contamination in the Niger Delta, a region significantly impacted by industrial and oil-related pollution. By presenting empirical data on bioconcentration and translocation factors of multiple native species, the study advances the understanding of plant-based remediation strategies in tropical wetland ecosystems. The findings contribute to the broader field of sustainable environmental management by identifying cost-effective and ecologically sound alternatives to conventional remediation methods. This research holds particular relevance for policymakers, ecologists, and environmental engineers working on ecosystem restoration and pollution mitigation in similar socio-ecological contexts.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is Clear and informative, although it can be improved. You may consider reframing it like Phytoremediation of Heavy Metals in Niger Delta Wetlands Using Indigenous Plants”
	

	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 is dense with data but it could have been just concise. More emphasis should be put on  major findings and significance more than specific numbers.
	

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

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

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


	The language could be improved and if needed, copy editing services are required. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The objectives are clearly listed. The results are also well structured, along with comprehensive, well designed materials and methodology. The manuscript is rich in data and well categorized. 
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