Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Archives of Current Research International 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_ACRI_147849

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	A Review on Phytoremediation Using Organic Amendments - Opportunities and Limitations

	Type of the Article
	Review Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	The manuscript provides a valuable synthesis of existing studies on the role of organic amendments in enhancing phytoremediation efficiency, offering useful insights for sustainable soil restoration and environmental management. However, its main weaknesses are the absence of a dedicated methodology section typical of reviews and the reliance on AI-assisted text generation, which may limit the depth of critical analysis and originality.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is generally clear and informative. However, it can be slightly refined to sound more concise and academic. I recommend “Organic Amendments in Phytoremediation: Mechanisms, Opportunities, and Challenges" — it best reflects the review’s analytical nature and scientific contribution.
	

	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 generally comprehensive and provides a clear overview of the role of organic amendments in enhancing phytoremediation efficiency. However, it lacks essential details that would strengthen its scientific rigor. Specifically, the abstract does not indicate how many peer-reviewed articles were analyzed or what criteria were used for their selection, which makes it difficult to assess the review’s depth and coverage. Additionally, no information about the review methodology is provided, and there are no figures or visual summaries to support the key findings. Including a brief mention of the number of studies reviewed, the selection process, and major findings or trends would improve the clarity, transparency, and credibility of the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is conceptually and scientifically accurate, it requires greater methodological rigor and clarification of data sources to ensure full scientific credibility.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant, the manuscript would be stronger with the inclusion of more recent and diverse peer-reviewed sources that address the latest progress and emerging challenges in phytoremediation using organic amendments.
	

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


	The English quality is adequate but requires moderate editing for clarity, conciseness, and academic tone. A thorough language review preferably by a native English editor or professional editing service would enhance the readability and overall presentation of the manuscript.
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