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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.


	  The study is clearly structured: background → methodology → results → conclusion.

  You provide quantitative data (Fe concentrations, remediation percentages, hazard quotient results) which strengthens the abstract.

  The comparative analysis of amendments (CPH, PP, FPH) is clearly presented, highlighting CPH as the best option.

  The health risk component (ADD, HQ via ingestion, inhalation, dermal contact) adds applied significance.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	  Current: Human Health Risk Assessment of Iron in Petroleum-Polluted Soil Amended with Agro-Wastes
  Suggestion: Human Health Risk Assessment of Iron in Petroleum-Polluted Soil Remediated with Agro-Waste Amendments

	

	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.


	“Two kilograms (2 kg) of the polluted soil were weighed into 48 transparent plastic buckets in triplicate into three groups and 250, 500 and 1000 mg/kg treatments and a Control group.”
→ This sentence is long and slightly confusing. Break into two:
“Two kilograms (2 kg) of polluted soil were measured into 48 transparent plastic buckets. Treatments were applied in triplicate across three concentrations (250, 500, and 1000 mg/kg) along with a control group.”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	YES
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	YES
	

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


	YES
	

	Optional/General comments
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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 details)
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