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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 addresses an important environmental and agricultural issue, namely the mitigation of lead (Pb) contamination in agricultural soils using biochar amendments. Heavy metal contamination poses serious risks to crop productivity, food safety, and human health. The study contributes experimental data demonstrating the role of biochar in reducing Pb uptake and improving growth parameters in Spinacia oleracea L. The work is relevant to soil remediation, sustainable agriculture, and environmental management, particularly in regions facing heavy metal pollution challenges. However, methodological clarification and language improvement are required to enhance its scientific rigor and clarity.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally appropriate but requires grammatical correction and improved precision.

Suggested revised title:

“Effect of Biochar Amendment on Growth Performance and Lead (Pb) Uptake in Spinach (Spinacia oleracea L.) Cultivated in Contaminated Soil”


	

	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 contains the main findings but requires substantial revision for clarity, grammar, and logical flow.

Suggestions: 

Correct grammatical errors and improve sentence structure. Clarify treatment comparisons (e.g., T0 vs T7/T8 inconsistencies). Present results more clearly and avoid repetition. Clearly state experimental design (number of treatments, replications). Remove ambiguous percentage presentations. Improve clarity regarding Pb reduction versus increase (currently contradictory statements exist). The abstract should be rewritten for clarity and scientific precision.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study design (pot experiment with Pb × biochar treatments) is scientifically valid in principle. However, several scientific and technical concerns must be addressed: Inconsistencies in treatment comparisons (T0 vs T5 vs T6 confusion). Some results appear contradictory (e.g., statements indicating both increased and decreased Pb concentration). Statistical analysis description is unclear and poorly written. TF (Translocation Factor) explanation lacks clarity. Some percentage calculations appear inconsistent.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally adequate and include recent citations (2024–2025). However:

Some references are incorrectly formatted. There are duplicated citations (e.g., Rizwan et al., 2016 appear twice). Some references are incomplete or improperly structured. Several DOIs are missing or inconsistently presented.
	

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


	No. The manuscript contains numerous grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, repetition, and structural inconsistencies. Including

· Subject verb disagreement.

· Improper tense usage.

· Repeated phrases.

· Poor sentence construction.

· Inconsistent terminology.

The manuscript requires major English language editing by a professional editor before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study involves plant experimentation under controlled pot conditions. No human or animal ethical concerns arise.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No apparent ethical issues are identified. The study involves plant experimentation under controlled pot conditions. No human or animal ethical concerns arise.
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