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	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 study contributes to environmental monitoring and pollution control by developing a low-cost predictive model for estimating anionic surfactant concentrations in industrial wastewater. It is particularly relevant for developing regions where analytical instrumentation is limited. The proposed model (R2 = 0.93) demonstrates strong predictive power and can serve as a decision-support tool for effluent management and environmental regulation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is clear and reflects the manuscript’s focus. No need to change
	

	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 informative but slightly repetitive. Here are some Suggestions:

· remove redundant mention of the soap and cosmetics industries words

· Add a brief statement on the model validation.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is technically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are recent and relevant. May only include some from 2025-2026 publications as well. 
	

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


	In general, it is clear but requires language polishing. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper figures and tables are well-structured

Minor revision, mainly for language consistency, clearer figure/table captions, and slight methodological clarification. 
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