Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Geography, Environment and Earth Science International 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JGEESI_148569

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Quantifying Wastewater Treatment and Carbon Sequestration Benefits of AIT Wetland Systems


	Type of the 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.


	This study is significantly relevant considering that constructed wetlands are essential for understanding how nature-based solutions can strengthen environmental sustainability. 
Furthermore, it can help optimize the operation of this type of system, ensuring greater ecological and economic efficiency. By investigating processes such as carbon sequestration, biological community stability, and contaminant removal, the study expands knowledge about fundamental ecosystem services. However, the text is poorly presented and disorganized, which could compromise its publication. The results and discussion section needs serious revision and reorganization of ideas.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	 The title is appropriate. However, I have a suggestion: "Evaluating Carbon Sequestration and Water Quality Improvement in AIT’s Constructed Wetland Systems”.
	

	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 disorganized. I suggest you follow standard article guidelines. For example, terms like "Background, Methods, etc." are meant to guide the writing, but they don't commonly appear in the text. Please review this.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, scientific writing seems appropriate.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are insufficient, and it's not a matter of them not being recent. The fact is that the entire discussion section leaves much to be desired. For example, the presentation of results in the Discussion section is inadequate and does not conform to the expected structure of a scientific manuscript. I request that this data be removed from this section and presented only in the Results. Keep the Discussion section restricted to the interpretation and contextualization of the findings. Furthermore, expand the list of references.
	

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


	The quality of the language is adequate.

	

	Optional/General comments


	I consider the research promising and recognize that the topic addressed is highly relevant, with the potential to contribute significantly to the field. However, I am concerned about the overall structure of the manuscript, which currently does not meet expectations or the usual format of a scientific article. The organization of the sections lacks clarity and adherence to conventional norms, which hinders the flow and understanding of the arguments. There is a mixing of results presentation and discussion, compromising the text's coherence. I recommend a careful review of the structure, reorganizing ideas and repositioning information. With formal and structural adjustments, the manuscript can reach a much higher level of quality.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No
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