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	The manuscript presents a useful contribution to applied phytoremediation research by linking experimental results to a predictive multivariate regression model. The work offers quantitative insight into the role of plant age, remediation time, and crude oil loading on TPH removal, which is valuable for system design and planning. The use of locally abundant Costus afer adds practical relevance for communities faced with petroleum contamination. However, the broader implications for scaling or field deployment could be explained more clearly.
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