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	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 addresses the role of microalgae in wastewater treatment by converting carbon and nitrogen into valuable biomass. Its importance lies in providing an eco-friendly solution that reduces emissions and pollution, while simultaneously enabling the production of biofuels and fertilizers, making it a sustainable approach that supports the circular economy.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Microalgae-Based Transformation of Carbon and Nitrogen: A Pathway for Sustainable Wastewater Treatment
	

	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 does not clearly articulate the distinct scientific contribution of the study compared to previous literature, leaving the reader unable to identify what is genuinely new in this work.

  The language of the abstract is largely descriptive and generalized, relying on terms such as “promising” and “sustainable” without sufficient qualification or specificity, which undermines its academic rigor.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1-Introduction

-The research problem or the scientific gap that the study aims to address is not clearly defined.

-The style is closer to general description and repetition, which reduces academic focus.

2- Applied Sections (Carbon Transformation – Nitrogen Transformation – Wastewater Treatment Plants)

-The text is filled with examples and experiments from multiple sources, but without a critical comparison between these studies or clarification of which ones are closer to practical application.

-The language tends to be descriptive rather than analytical, which diminishes the academic value of the work as a true "scientific review."

3- Conclusion

-The conclusion merely restates the main points of the text without adding clear analysis or distinct insights.

-There is no mention of the limitations or research gaps that remain, which makes it overly general.

4-Figures

-Important Note: None of the figures include sources or original references. This is not normal in academic research and is considered a methodological deficiency.

-If the figures are adapted or reproduced from previous studies, the source must be cited below the figure or in the reference list.

-If they are the author’s own creation, this should be explicitly stated with a note such as “Source: Author’s own illustration.”

-The absence of such attribution weakens academic credibility and may be regarded as a breach of proper citation standards.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally good in terms of recency and diversity; however, they lack consistency in formatting and presentation, with noticeable variations between sources. A unified and standardized citation style should be applied.
	

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


	The language is good.
	

	Optional/General comments


	It has been observed that the manuscript may contain a high proportion of text generated by artificial intelligence tools, which could affect its originality and academic integrity. Therefore, it is recommended that the editorial board carefully verify this before proceeding with publication, to ensure compliance with established scientific and ethical standards.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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