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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.


	1. The authors claim "substantial accumulation" but provides no benchmark (e.g., compared to soil levels or known hyperaccumulator thresholds) to support this claim in abstract section. 
2. The map (Fig. 1) is fine but its description is not good. Authors must explain the potential anthropogenic sources of pollution near each site (H1-H8)? This contextual information is critical for interpreting the results.
3. There are critical deficiencies in results section: The text describing Tecticornia indica is present, but its data is missing from Table 2. The data for S. brachiata in the text (Fe=445.67 at H1) does not match Table 2 (Fe=455.67). This is unacceptable.
4. Phrases like "accumulated large amounts" and "moderate concentration" are subjective. All values must be presented as Mean ± Standard Deviation. Statements about differences being "almost half" or "slightly higher" are meaningless without statistical tests (e.g., t-test, ANOVA) to confirm if the differences are significant.
5. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is acceptable but not optimal.
	

	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 is partially comprehensive but has significant weaknesses that prevent it from being effective. It covers the basic elements but lacks critical context, clarity, and a convincing summary of its findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript, in its present form, is not scientifically correct. The findings and the conclusions are not justified.
	

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

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


	Fine
	

	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 detail)
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