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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer's comment

Author’'s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct
the manuscript and highlight that part in the
manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Isthe manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. Isthe title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?

4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Arethe references sufficient and recent? If you have

suggestion of additional references, please mention in the
review form.

memw. . .

1. The manuscript: it aims to describe the use of green manure to alleviate/mitigate heavy
metal toxicity in the environment. This is an interesting topic to tackle especially for
sustainable agriculture. Since there are few studies in this area this review will encourage
researchers to start looking into this area.

2. Title: is suitable and can attract readers.
3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Yes.

4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? Yes
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? Yes.

6. References: Authors seem to write long paragraphs and include a single reference. The
references need improvement, throughout the entire manuscript.

Minor REVISION comments

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

The English is of good quality, and it will be easy for the readers to understand.

ional neral comments

Major comment:

N g A

1. This is review is poorly written, meaning it only describes/defines terms and not reviwing
different studies. E.g authors should review different research articles/studies, which
describe the use of green plants or manure for heavy metal management. | have provided
some studies to use and to search for more articles below

2. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2021.130517

3. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2013.07.040

Authors tend to write long paragraphs and only include one reference, NB: A review article is

meant to review different studies.

Table 1: The subheading must be revised. Include references for the sources of these heavy
metals.

Chartl: The subheading must be revised.
Figure 1. The source of this figure must be referenced. The quality of the figure can be improved.
Figure 3, seems incomplete.

Table 2, lacks references.
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PART 2:

Reviewer’'s comment

IAuthor’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight
that part in the manuscript. 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 details)
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