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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.


	This study shows how effectively Eichhornia crassipes extracts nickel from contaminated wastewater, offering a cost-effective and sustainable treatment option. The validation of the dimethylglyoxime (DMG) assay versus atomic absorption spectroscopy provides a simple field tool for cleanup monitoring. These results support the use of natural alternatives for environmental restoration and water management.

This study shows that Eichhornia crassipes is an effective and affordable water treatment method for removing nickel from contaminated wastewater. Phytoremediation is now more accessible in areas with limited resources thanks to the confirmation of a straightforward DMG assay as a field tool. These results provide credence to the incorporation of sustainable, nature-based techniques into actual wastewater treatment procedures.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes the title is suitable to the manuscript and an alternative title could be used as “Sustainable Phytoremediation of Nickel-Contaminated Wastewater with Water Hyacinth (Eichhornia crassipes)”
You can instantly convey originality and draw in more readers by improving the headline. Your title is appropriate overall; however, it may more accurately convey the importance and usefulness of the work with a small change.


	

	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.


	Ideas for Enhancement
· Reduce the number of numbers you keep: Just state the starting concentration, ending concentration, and maximum percentage of elimination. The remainder can remain in the results.
· Emphasize the uniqueness first: Make the point that the DMG assay was proven to be a reliable and easy-to-use monitoring tool.
· Finish with a compelling statement of practical relevance that is low-cost, field-applicable, and aids in wastewater management in areas with limited resources.
· Reduce the length by about 20 to 25 percent to increase readability and journal acceptance.
Although your abstract is organized and understandable, it is currently very detailed. For readers who anticipate a brief summary, the inclusion of numerous sets of figures, percentages, and precipitate weights makes it lengthy and less interesting. Even though it is one of your work's most significant contributions, the innovative aspect—validating the DMG test against AAS—is noted but not given enough attention. Although the conclusion emphasizes sustainability, it could do a better job of connecting the results to practical applications.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, your manuscript is sound from a scientific standpoint. With distinct treatment groups (0%, 20%, 50%, and 100% effluent), suitable controls, and ongoing monitoring, the experimental design makes sense. The reliability of the results is increased by measuring nickel elimination using two different techniques (AAS and DMG test). The findings, which include a gradual decrease in Ni levels in water and an accumulation in plant roots, align with the established phytoremediation processes of Eichhornia crassipes. The discussion also aids scientific correctness by relating findings to earlier research.
I attest that the manuscript is grounded in a meticulously planned experiment with suitable controls and is accurate from a scientific standpoint. Eichhornia crassipes' effectiveness in nickel phytoremediation is amply demonstrated in this work, and the results' dependability is guaranteed by dual validation utilizing the AAS and DMG assays. I agree that the techniques section needs to be updated to include more specific information about statistical testing and replication.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	It is appropriate to combine reviews with original research.

Though we agree that incorporating more recent studies (2021–2024) will enhance our manuscript's uniqueness and currency, the current references encompass both foundational and contemporary literature.


	

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


	The manuscript might gain from modest editing for clarity and conciseness, but the English language is appropriate for scientific communication.


	

	Optional/General comments


	Although the manuscript is mostly straightforward, we both feel that several parts might need some polishing and condensing.
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