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	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 manuscript provides a comprehensive and updated review of phytoremediation using organic amendments, emphasizing both opportunities and challenges. The study integrates soil chemistry, plant physiology, and environmental biotechnology into a coherent synthesis, highlighting contaminant uptake, stabilization, and detoxification mechanisms essential for sustainable remediation strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate and clearly reflects the manuscript’s main focus
	

	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 concise, logical, and informative. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article is scientifically sound, with coherent arguments, accurate mechanisms, and appropriate figures and tables supporting the text.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are recent and adequate, covering key studies from 2015–2024. Including several region-specific studies (e.g., Southeast Asia) could improve contextual coverage.


	

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


	The English is fluent and professional, with minor stylistic edits recommended for smoother flow.
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	Overall, this is a well-written, informative, and balanced review. The inclusion of research gaps and future perspectives enhances its academic value. Recommended for publication with minor revisions.
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