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	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 manuscript tend to address the impact of heavy metals on human health.
It also tends to evaluate natural remediation techniques.

It also try to examine factors that influence the efficiency of these processes, and discusses their advantages and limitations.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Looking at the manuscript, it is more of a review paper and not a field work done by the researcher. I therefore suggest the titel to be “Review on the Role of Plants and Microbes in Heavy Metal Detoxification as a Preventive Strategy Against Cancer”
	

	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.


	What you have as an abstract is very poor and not well organised.

The abstract is to capture briefly the Introduction, Objectives, Methodology, Results, Discussion and Conclusion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is not well arranged (e.g. Recommendations cannot come before Discussion)
The targeted objectives were not achieved.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references though are sufficient but some of them are not recent enough (e.g. 1998, 2001, 2003 etc). I suggest 2015 till date will be better and appreciable.
	

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


	The language of the article is suitable for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The review should be done properly and well arranged.
Let the Researcher(s) make corrections as stated above.
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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)
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