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	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 addresses a critical environmental challenge by investigating the potential of aquatic plants to remove salts from contaminated soils, a growing concern due to industrial effluents and soil salinization. The study provides valuable insights into the comparative efficiency of cocoyam, tropical spiderwort, and water mint in phytoremediation under varying salinity levels, highlighting species-specific responses and survival strategies. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable but could be more concise and focused; a possible alternative is: 

“Phytoremediation Potential of Cocoyam, Tropical Spiderwort, and Water Mint for Soil Salinity Reduction.”
	

	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 provides a general overview of the study but could be improved by briefly summarizing the methodology and including specific quantitative results for salt removal efficiency. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound, but it lacks statistical analysis, detailed methodology, and integration of literature in the discussion, which are needed to fully validate the conclusions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Add recent references in the discussion section of the manuscript with two or three paragraphs.
	

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


	The language of the manuscript is generally understandable but requires revision for clarity, grammar, and conciseness to meet scholarly communication standards, as several sentences are awkwardly phrased or repetitive.
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	It has valuable data and a relevant topic but requires substantial improvements in methodology details, statistical analysis, discussion with references, figure clarity, and language quality.
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