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	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 is important because it deals with two big issues at the same time – wastewater treatment and renewable energy. Fertilizer wastewater is a major source of pollution, and the study shows how microbial fuel cells can clean it effectively while also producing electricity. The work gives useful data on COD, ammonia, and urea removal, and it shows how operating conditions affect performance. Such findings will help scientists and engineers to design better, low-cost systems for sustainable wastewater treatment and energy recovery in the future.
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	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound and based on accepted principles of microbial fuel cell (MFC) technology.
The manuscript does not mention replicates or statistical analysis, which are essential for validating the reliability of the data.
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